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Oklahoma City, Okla., Oct. 7, 1897.—The AmErRicaN LAWYER J 
is too excellent a legal journal to be without. Am always glad to seethtaaac 
receive it. R. N. McConNELL. - 
Sandusky, Ohio, Oct. 16, 1897.—I know of no paper which seems Glectrical 
to me as desirable as your paper. A. PHINNEY. 
Painteville, Ky., Oct. 25, 1897.—Just received first number of C. 
your paper. Ar glad I subscribed and more than pleased with the ase@s. 
contents. Feel satisfied that it isa goodthing. H.E. LONGLEY. 


Vanceburg, Ky., Oct. 22, 1897.—I have been a subscriber to the 
American LAWYER for nearly one year, and needless to say am 
much pleased with it as a professional journal. I expect to con- 
tinue as a reader so long as the present high standard of excellence 
is maintained. W. B, Puau. 


Covington, Ky., Oct. 21, 1897.—I have carefully read the August 
issue of the AMERICAN LAWYER and consider it uns - It is 
beyond question up-to-date upon all legal contests. Replete with 
jnstructive and valuable information for alllawyers. R.C. Gray. 

Ottawa, Ont., Can., Nov. 5, 1897.—We have on a former occasion 
assured you of our very high appreciation of your publication and 
we need only say that we have seen no reason to change our former 
high opinion. -MacCRAaKEN, HENDERSON & MCGIVERIN. 

Cathlamet, Wash., Oct. 31, 1897.—This is the best evidence that 
I have to offer of an ” inoreasing appreciation of your invaluable 
publication. J. B. POLWARTH. 

Milton, Pa., Nov. 9, 1897.—The AMERICAN LAWYER I am always 
glad to receive and read it with considerable profit. F.M. REBER. 

Brandon, Oreg., Oct. 31, 1897.—I would make an expression of 
thankfulness for the ha py circumstance which impelled my father 
to mail me a bunch of the recént issues of the AMERICAN LAWYER. 
To the attorney and counselor who has not become hopelessly 
tainted with the prevai —_ spirit of commercialism, and who is not 
Wholly wanting in professional instincts, there is not an article or 
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“* Nowhere else can one find the law of the Telegraph and 
Street Railway so conveniently set forth "— Harvard Law 
Review. a 
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Cincinnati, Ohio, Oct. 2, 1897.—We consider the AMERICAN 
LAWYER one of the most interestin journals which comes to our 
table, and we are more ~ stant to exchange with it. 

J. W. SpraGuse, Manager Express Gazette. 

La Salle, Ill., Sept. 30, 1897.—I am very much pleased with 
your journal and ‘request you to furnish me with said wore from 
now on. W. J. SIEGLER. 


Wake Forest, N. C., Sept. 2, 1897.—I enclose check for $1 to pay 
AMERI 








Paper in one of these issues which is not victuals and drink. 
J. M. Upton. 


~ subscription to THE caN LAWYER. I think I can truth- 
fully say that I get. more for this dollar than for any money I invest 
in papers or N. Y. GULLEY. 
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vernment, under both the English and American law, through legislatures and the courts, to control trade and commerce, especially 
in the matter of prices. The subject is treated historically, as well as from a purely legal standpoint. 


The entire treatise concerns one of the most important questions of legal and economic science, and will be found to have a deep interest, not 
only for lawyers but for laymen as well, and especially for legislatures and the students of political and economic science. 


A handsome Octavo Volume, finely bound in art canvas. Price, $2.25 net, but sent, 
charges prepaid on receipt of the amount. 
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This is the Leading Work upon Fraudulent Conveyances. It is not only the latest, vut in every respect the most complete 
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~NEW YORK, DECEMBER, 1897. _ 
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“The American Lawyer” acknowledges a very pleas- 
ant call from Lindsay Russell, of Griffin, Clark & Rus- 
sell, of Detroit, Mich. Mr. Russell was elected secre- 
tary of the Commercial Law League of America at its 
last meeting at Put-in-Bay. A compliment worthily 
bestowed. 











In the case of Acme Mercantile Agency v. Rochford 
(S. D.), 72 N. W., 466, the Court held that where a for- 
eign corporation sues on a note made payable in the 
state, it is not necessary to allege in the complaint that 
such corporation has complied with the prescribed condi- 
tions of the law of the State for doing business therein. 
The law will presume such compliance has been made, 
and a failure to conform with such conditions must be 
taken advantage of by the defendant by answer. 





The editorial in the Novembr number, relating to the 
“Collector and Commercial Lawyer’s”  ccriti- 
cism of attorneys list had no reference to “The 
Commercial Lawyer,” which is published at St. Louis, 
the words used in the article the “Commercial Lawyer,” 
had reference to the “Collector and Commercial Law- 
yer,” published at Detroit, as used at the commencement 
of the article. We make this statement to correct any 
erroneous impression or inference, that in the omission 
of the word “Collector,” we referred to “The Commercial 
Lawyer.” 





In this issue we publish the date of the organization 
of the different State Bar Associations, believing this 
feature will be of interest to our readers. The date of 
organization will be found at the head of each State, as 
given in the column under Bar Associations. We have 
been unable to obtain the date of organization of the bar 
associations in those States where no date is given, 
though repeated letters have been addressed to the sec- 
retaries of the bar associations, asking for this informa- 
tion. If any of the readers of this journal can send us 
the day, month and year of organization, we would be 
glad to receive it. 





The twenty-first annual meeting of the New York 
State Bar Association will be held at Albany ers 18-21, 
1898. This meeting promises to be one of the most 
interesting and largely attended that the association has 
ever held. Ex-Secretary of the United States Treasury 
John G. Carlisle will deliver an address. The associa- 
tion will give a supper to retiring Chief Justice Charles 
Andrews and Chief Justice-elect Alton B. Parker, of the 
Court of Appeals. Edward G. Whitaker, of New York 


city, president of the association, whose address last 
year, which was published in full in this journal, and 





which attracted so wide and favorable notice, will de- 
liver the annual address, which will contain many valua- 
ble and practical suggestions of a remedial nature. 

We regret that a completed programme was not made 


in time to enable us to present it to our readers in this 
issue. 





The annual meeting of the National Prison Associa- 
tion of the United States, held at Austin, Tex., the first 
week in the present month, was one of the most import- 
ant and largely attended meetings in its history. 

We exceedingly regret that the report of the Com- 
mittee on Criminal Law Reform, which was prepared 
by Hon. John D. Milliken of McPherson, Kan., who is 
chairman of the committee, was received too late for this 
number of the “American Lawyer.” The press report 
sent out from Austin that the committee’s report was 
presented by Judge Lyon of Wisconsin, and that the 
association adopted the various remedies as suggested 
by different parties as probable reforms, and which were 
all recommended by the committee, was a mere guess, 
and a very poor attempt at that. The committee’s re- 
port will be published in full in the January number of 
this journal. At this writing we have not been furnished 
with the officers-elect, but learn the next meeting of the 
association will be held at Indianapolis. 








ACTS NOT WITHIN SCOPE OF AGENCY. 


The Singer Manufacturing Company employed Wiill- 
iam H. Ross to collect installments upon sewing ma- 
chines sold upon the installment plan, and expressly in- 
structed him that he must not in any case touch or 
take the goods for the non-payment of an installment. 
Ross, in July, 1895, called at the abode of Margaret Fene- 
ran, in Brooklyn, to collect an installment of $3. 
She offered him $2, saying that that was the best she 
could do that day. Ross declined to accept the $2, and 
declaring with an oath that he would have the ma- 
chine, sprang into the bedroom where it was standing, 
seized it, and began to drag it out. Mrs. Feneran tried 
to retain the machine, whereupon Ross struck her, 
knocked her down, and kicked her, inflicting severe in- 
juries. The Second Appellate Division of New York 
has reversed the judgment for $1,200, given in Mrs. Fen- 
eran’s favor, in her suit against the company for damages 
for the assault, holding that, while the recovery was none 
too large if it were against Ross personally, the company 
was not liable, as Ross’s act was not within the scope of 
his employment, and that even in the absence of the 
instructions given him, no liability would exist in such 
case against the vendor. 











POWER OF JUDGE 70 DIRECT JURY TO RE- 
CONSIDER VERDICT. 





In Mary Rogan’s suit to recover from Denis Mullins 
and others for personal injuries, a New York jury at 
first returned a verdict for six cents damages. is the 
trial judge refused to accept, and sent the jury back, say-- 
ing that if they believed plaintiff was injured tHrough 
the fault of defendants and without any fault of her own, 
she was entitled to more than nominal damages. The 
jury subsequently returned a verdict for plaintiff for 
$250. The Appellate Division, in an opinion by Justice 
Barrett, has affirmed the judgment, holding that the 
Judge did not exceed his authority in directing the jury 
to reconsider the verdict, and that he acted discreeetly as 
well as firmly in sending the jury back. “Where a plain 
mistake has been made,” Justicee Barrett said, “it would 
be intolerable to require the acceptance of a manifestly 
insufficient verdict, only that such verdict, wH€n re- 
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corded, should be at once set aside and a new trial or- 
dered before another jury. That would be to put parties 
to the expense and delay of another trial, and also to 
waste public time and money because perhaps of a mere 
inadvertence or of some notion which a single word 
might dissipate. The rule is clearly the other way. It 
has always been held that a verdict might be reconsid- 
ered and corrected while the matter is still subjudice, 
and before the final discharge of the jury.” 








LIABILITY OF RAILROAD TO EMPLOYEE FOR 
INJURIES RECEIVED AS A PASSENGER. 





When an employee of a railroad at the same time 
becomes a passenger was decided in the case of Mc- 
Nulty v. Pennsylvania R. Co. (Po.), 38 Atl., 524. The 
Court holding that one employed by a railroad company 
to work on a bridge under contract, whereby, in addi- 
tion to specified wages, he was to have daily transporta- 
tion from his home to the bridge and return, is not an 
employee of the company while being transported from 
his work, but a passenger. This case is distinguished 
from that class of cases wherein the exercise of his em- 
ployment an employee is required to be on a train, 
as where he is employed upon a gravel train, where his 
services are required in loading or unloading gravel, or 
employed on a “pick-up train,” for the purpose of gath- 
ering up materials along the road bed. The employee 
travels, not as a passenger to any particular place, but 
is on the train in the performance of the employment or 
work he had engaged to do. In the present case, the 
facts established the contractural relation, that plaintiff's 
husband was to be transported to and from his home 
in Bristol and was part of the consideration moving from 
the company to him, and given him, with the $1.20 in 
payment of a day’s wages. He was thus virtually pay- 
ing for his transportation home in the car in which he 
was riding at the time of the collision, when he received 
his fatal injuries, and was, therefore, a passenger, and 
not an employee, when he had finished his day’s labor 
and entered the car for the purpose of being carried 
home. He was under no obligation to ride in the cars, 
but the company was obliged to afford him the oppor- 
tunity to do so, if he desired to avail himself of it, and 
when he did exercise the right and entered the car for 
the purpose of being transported to Bristol, he was a 
passenger, and not an employee of the road. When 
he did so, he had finished his day’s service to the com- 
pany and earned his $1.20, together with the right of 
transportation to Bristol. 








IS AN ADOPTED CHILD “ LAWFUL ISSUE.” 





It has just been decided by the Appellate Division in 
this city in an interesting case that an adopted child 
cannot inherit property devised to the “lawful issue” 
of the adopting parties. Mary Griffin, who has lived 
at Dresden, Saxony, continuously since 1855, and who 
died there.in 1888, by her will, executed in 1878, gave 
her residuary estate to the executors in trust, her daugh- 
ter, Emily. S.. Lengnick, to have, by the third clause, 
the income of one-third part during her life, the princi- 
pal at her death to go “to her then living lawful issue, 
if any, and, if she leave no such issue” then this one- 
third was to be “added in equal part or proportions to 
the principal of the several shares of my said residuary 
estate, directed to be held in trust for my ten grand- 
children, hereinafter named.” The daughter, who was 
living with her husband, Major Lengnick, a citizen of 
Saxony, had two children, both of whom had died in 
1872. °° At the time the will was executed she was 40 





—— 


years old and in poor health. She continued to live at 
Dresden untill her death, in 1893. In 1873 Mrs. Leng- 
nick and her husband adopted, under the law of Saxony, 
a niece of her husband, Olga Felicitas Heinecke, who 
lived with the Lengnick family until her marriage, in 
1892. In an action brought in the Supreme Court 
in this city by the New York Life Insurance and Trust 
Company, as trustee, against Teresa Viele and others 
for the construction of Mrs. Griffin’s will, Mrs. Leng- 
nick’s adopted daughter insisted that, as such, she was 
the “lawful issue” of Mrs. Lengnick, and entitled to the 
trust estate created in the third clause of the will. By 
the Civil Code of Saxony, under which the contract of 
adoption was executed, it was provided that the “recipro- 
cal legal relationship between an adopted child and the 
adopting party is the same as that between a child of the 
marriage and its parent,” and that “adopted children in- 
herit from the adopting parties the same as children of 
the marriage.” The Appellate Division has affirmed the 
judgment below against the adopted daughter’s claim. 
Justice Ingraham, who gives the opinion, refers to the 
fact that under the will Mrs. Lengnick has only the 
right to receive the income during her life, and says. 
“We think it is clear that the testatrix did not intend 
that this share of her estate given to her daughter Emily 
for life should, upon her death, go to this adopted child 
rather than to her own grandchildren, for whom she was 
so particular to make the most explicit directions as to 
their ultimately becoming the owners of all her property 
upon the contingency of her daughter Emily dying 
without leaving children. To hold otherwise would 
result in giving to this adopted child, who was no rela- 
tion of hers, and upon whom she has not shown any ex- 
press intention to confer it, a much larger portion of 
her estate than is given to any one of her own grand- 
children.” 








LIABILIITY OF WIFE FOR DIAMOND STUD 
WORN BY HUSBAND. 





Is a diamond shirt stud worn by the husband for 
personal use and adornment an expense of the family 
for which the wife may liable? This was the question 
presented for decision in the case of Neasham v. Mc- 
Nair, (Ia.) 72 N. W., 773, and the Court held that it was. 

The defendants, O. E. McNair and Anna I. McNair, 
are husband and wife, and a family of large fortune, high 
social rank and luxurious habits. Mr. McNair pur- 
chased a diamond stud from the plaintiff for his per- 
sonal use, for which he executed his note and failed to 
pay it. Mrs. McNair maintained that she was not lia- 
ble for the diamond stud, it not being an expense for 
which she was liable. Section 2,214 of the code of 1873. 
under which the action was commenced, provides that 
“the expense of the family and the education of the 
children are chargeable upon the property of both hus- 
band and wife, or either of them, and in relation thereto 
they may be sued jointly or separately.” At common 
law the husband was liable for any expense incurred in 
the clothing and maintenance of the family suitable to 
their station in life. “Necessaries” was not confined to 
food and clothing, but included articles of utility and 
ornament, enjoyed by families or persons of estate 
and station similar to that of the husband. The wife 
was not liable for necessaries, and there was no remedy 
for the articles bought by her and used by the family, 
when not included in the term. Under the decisions of 
Iowa, the statute affords a remedy against both hus- 
band and wife for articles purchased for family use. 
Smedley v. Felt, 41 (Ia.) 588. Blachley v. Laba, 63 (Ia.) 
22, 18 N.W., 658. Necessaries for which the husband 
was liable is now considered part of the family expense. 
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The service of a physician to one member of the family, 
a watch and chain, used by the wife and daughter only, 
is considered as such. Wearing apparel is not confined 
in its meaning to clothing, but includes articles of orna- 
mentation. Brown v. Edmonds (S. D.), 66 N. W., 310; 
McClung v. Stewart (Or.), 8 Pac. 447. Under the Ver- 
mont statute, it was held that a breastpin was a part of 
the wearing apparel of a deceased husband, and passed 
to the widow. Sawyer vs. Sawyer (Vt.), 22 Vt., 252. In 
New Hampshire, however, a breastpin was held not to 
be wearing apparel necessary for the debtor and family. 
Tawns v. Pratt, 66 Am., Dec. 726. At common law the 
husband was also held liable for articles of jewelry. 
Raynes v. Bennett, 114 (Mass.), 424; Porter v. Briggs, 
38 (la.), 166. The article may have been unnecessary, 
or such as the family ought to have dispensed with, or 
or of no actual utility, still, if purchased for and used 
by the family, the liability of the wife cannot be avoided. 
Dodd vy. St. John (Or.), 29 Pac., 618. 

In the present case the Court said: “If the diamond 
stud was worn by the defendant’s husband, as it is al- 
leged, for personal use, as well as adornment, it is an 
expense such as is contemplated by the statute. Nor 
does such a holding involve necessary hardship. It is 
said in the petition that the McNairs are a family of large 
fortune, high social rank, and luxurious habits. If this 
he true, the jewelry may well be deemed appropriate to 
their situation in life, and a source of no considerable 
outlay in maintaining the family according to the sta- 
tion, and in harmony with their associations. The 
price of a diamond shirt stud will not, in all cases, be 
a family expense, but where procured for personal use, 
and actually used and worn by the husband, becomes 
such. The same rule must be aplied to the diamond 
and the pearl, to the rich and the poor.” 

Mr. Justice Robinson dissented from what was said 
in support of the conclusion, by the majority of the 
Court. 








CONSTRUCTION—SOME OF ITS USES AND 
ABUSES. 


Address of Hon. F. E. Hutchins of Warren, Ohio, before the 
Ohio State Bar Association, Put-in-Bay: 


Mr. President and Gentlemen of the Ohio State Bar Asso- 
ciation: What I shall have to say upon this subject will be, in 
the main, equally applicable to statutes, contracts, and other 
written instruments, and I shall make no distinction between 
construction and interpretation, if, indeed, with deference to 
theoretical idea spinners, there be any really useful distinction 
between the two words. 

As construction is much the work of the courts, to discuss 
it ie to diecuss some of their methods; and if, in doing so, I 
make sore criticisms of those methods, I am sure those who 
know me will, and I trust the others also, will acquit me of 
intentional disrespect. And if I attack some rules and princi- 
Ples that have come down to us sanctified by time and hoar 
with antiquity, it is because either there never was any good 
reason for their existence, or that such reason no longer exists. 

I am not what may be called a strict or Hteral construc- 
tionist, unless to hold that an instrument should be taken to 
mean just what it plainly says is to be such. But I do 
think that the sole office of construction is to extract the true 
meaning from what is ambiguously expressed, and that there 
its office ends; and that, except in case of technical words, or 
when words may have different meanings when applied to 
different subjects, construction has nothing whatever to do 
with that which, according to the ordinary meaning of the 
language used, expresses a clear and certain meaning; and 
that this is not changed because such plain meaning, in a given 
case, makes the instrument unwise, absurd, or unconstitutional. 
And this is the plain result of one of the most elementary of 
the rules of construction, which may be tersely expressed by 
saying, “‘There must be no construction where there can be no 
ambiguity.” Indeed, the very definition of the word indicates 
that there is something of doubtful or ambiguous meaning 
which requires construction. 

It is the sole province of courts and lawyers not to make 
sensible, wise, or constitutional laws, nor to amend so as to 
make them such—but simply to declare those that are plain, 
and construe those that are not ambiguous. Our governmental 
departments are three-fold and independent—one to enact laws, 

















one to expound, and one to execute them, and the judiciary 
has no more rightful power to amend a statute by making it, 
by construction, mean something different fgom what it plainly 
says, than the Legislature has to revise tg judgments of the 
courts; and this is equally true, no mat that the statute, 
plain in its meaning, is absurd, unwise, or unconstituffonal. 
True, if there is any ambiguity; if the instrument is fairly sus- 
ceptible of two meanings, one of which will make it umwise, 
absurd, or unconstitutional, and the other the reverse, the lat- 
ter will be chosen. But I am not now speaking of cases of 
ambiguity, but of the very bad practice into which courts, 
including our own, have sometimes fallen, of trying, by con- 
struction, to make a statute or contract what they think it 
ought to be, when its plain meaning is something different. 

It is absurd to say that a particular combination of words 
means one thing or another, dependent upon the effect of such 
meaning, or whether it makes the instrument good or bad. In 
fact, the effect of the meaning has nothing whatever to do 
with what that meaning is. 


To illustrate by a very few of many instances. One section 
of our Statute of Frauds provided, as do those of most or all 
of the States, in substance, that all conveyances made with 
intent to hinder, delay or defraud creditors shall be utterly 
void and of no effect. Nothing could be plainer, less sus- 
ceptible of construction, or more absolute than this. It con- 
tains no exception, no limitation, and admits of none. And 
yet the courts, by construction, have engrafted upon it most 
material and important limitations and exceptions, to the ex- 
tent of making that which was plainly applicable to every- 
body and to every case, applicable to but very few and 
to but very few of the cases directly within its terms, and 
held that such conveyances, instead of being null and void, as 
the statute said, were just as good as any other, provided no 
creditor was, in fact, injured. 


The courts thought that this statute was intended to pro- 
tect creditors, and therefore, so long as none of that class were 
injured, no harm was done by the conveyance. But what busi- 
ness had a court to think anything about so plain a statute, ex- 
cept to declare that to be void which the statute said was void? 

But if courts must construe that which is plain and find 
a reason for a statute, it would seem that they might have 
found ample reason for making this statute just what it so 
plainly was. Our penal laws were intended quite as much to 
prevent as to punish offenses, and what so good a way to 
prevent this class of frauds upon creditors as to provide, as 
this statute did, that the fraudulent grantee should himself 
take nothing by his fraud? The statute was itself its own 
sufficient reason; but if courts must have some other reason, 
it would seem not difficult to discover a quite sufficient one 
for this wholesome statute. But the great error was in the 
violation of that first rule of construction, which says you shall 
not construe that which is plain. This construction began 
with the similar English statute, and our courts, like sheep 
following a leader, have jumped the same high fence of the 
statute, when right beside them was the broad, open road of 
correct interpretation, their sole legitimate province, and the 
only road they were authorized to follow. 

When this question first came before our Supreme Court, 
in Burgett v. Burgett, 1 Ohio, 469, Judge Hitchcock, to his 
credit, dissented; but the construction thus adopted has ever 
since been followed, and while the legislature made one statute, 
the courts have made another entirely different. 

In sharp contrast with this is the holding of the courts upon 
gambling contracts. The penal part of our statute upon this 
subject differs in but one unimportant word from that con- 
strued in Burgett v. Burgett, supra, it being in one case “shall 
be utterly void and of no effect” and in the other, “absolutely 
void and of no effect.’”” And yet, while in the former case the 
courts held such instruments to be not void at_all, but voidable 
only as to creditors, in the other they held them absolutely 
void, even in the hands of innocent purchasers. And this sharp 
inconsistency runs through many other cases, in some of which 
the courts held that acts expressly made void by statute are 
void only as to some particular persons; in others, are only 
voidable at the option of some persons; and in others, void just 
as the statute says, and this not at all because of any differ- 
ence in the language of the different statutes or its meaning. 

This striking inconsistency is attempted to be justified, and 
it would seem to need some justification upon the ground that, 
when the prohibition is in favor of a class who can protect 
themselves, the word “void” should be construed voidable 
at their election, but when it concerns matters of public policy 
the full effect should be given to the language used. 

But what business have courts to reason at all about a 
plain statute or to attempt to give it another meaning, simply 
because they think that would improve it? And why should 
not full effect be given to the language of every statute? It is 
very dangerous to give to any one the power to annul statutes 
by construction or otherwise, or to say that full effect shall not 
be given to the language of any statute, and especially to a 
plain one; and if courts have any such power, it should be ex- 
ercised with the most extreme caution, for in that way danger 
lies. And the same public policy has vested the law-making 
power in the legislature and not in the courts. 

We might stop here to say that the public policy of a State 
is best indicated by its public laws, and that an act expressly 
prohibited by a public statute, because of its general evil, is as 
much against public policy as it can be made or declared by 
statute or by courts. We might stop also to inquire who con- 
stituted the courts the judges, as against the legislature. of 
what is or is not against public policy in matters upon which 
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the legislature has acted? It is for the legislature alone, when 
prohibiting certain acts by statute, to say whether the acts 
prohibited are so far against the-public policy of the State as 
to require them to be made void altogether, or only voidable 
at the election of the parties injured by them, and, having 
legislated upon the subject, it is not within the judicial com- 
petency to review or revise its decision. But even if it were 
within the judicial province, it is by no means clear that cheat- 
ing creditors by fraudulent conveyances is any less against 
public policy than is betting upon a horse race. 

Doubtless the statute considered in Burgett v. Burgett, as 
to conveyances in fraud of creditors, is much too broad and 
sweeping in its terms and is obnoxious to the criticisms of 
Judge Burnet in his opinion in that case, and doubtless the 
statute is better as the courts have amended it: but these 
considerations are entirely without force when addressed to a 
court whose only province is to declare the law as it stands. 

This construction was a palpable violation of two of the 
most elementary and important rules of construction. First, 
that you shall not construe that which is plain; and the second 
is like unto the first—you shall not, by construction, raise a 
doubt in order to construe or resolve it. 

We are all familiar with the case of which Blackstone tells 
us, under a statute enacting a penalty against one who should 
draw blood in the streets, and where the court gravely held 
that it did not apply to a surgeon who bled a man who had 
fallen in the street in a fit. But why did not the statute apply 
to him, if he came within the terms of its prohibition, as the 
court seemed to think he did? It certainly did. If the 
surgeon had done the act prohibited he was liable 
to the penalty, and the only legitimate question was 
whether he had done so. The court might have reached 
the same result without violating any of its rules if it 
had remembered and acted upon another of those rules which 
gives to technical words and expressions a technical meaning, 
and had considered as the fact was that this expression “draw 
blood in the streets” was a technical one, and had relation to 
shedding blood in street brawls, quarrels and affrays. Under 
this rule, the surgeon would not have been within the prohibi- 
tion of the statute, any more than would be a butcher drawing 
a calf to the shambles, or a mother a baby in its carriage, both 
of whom would be drawing flesh as well as blood in the streets. 
But, without resorting to this rule of construction, the court 
thought the statute ought not to apply to the surgeon, and 
so held that it did not, although they seemed to think he came 
within its plain provisions. 


Our constitution provides that no bill shall contain more 
than one subject, which shall be plainly expressed in its title. 
This is plain and leaves no room for construction, for there is 
nothing to construe; and yet, our Supreme Court has said, in 
substance, that this provision is directory only, and one which 
the legislature may obey or not, as it chooses, which is to 
say that a statute in violation of that provision may be just 
as good as any other. Besides the two other rules mentioned, 
this- violates a third rule of construction which holds 
all constitutional provisions to be mandatory, unless plainly 
directory merely. And when we consider the crying evil 
at which this provision was pointed, and which the people 
attempted to correct, it can hardly be said to be plain, that by 
their very prohibition, they intended to leave the legislature 
free to disregard it and to still continue the very practice it 
was intended to prevent. 


The statutes of descent of the different States provide, as 
does ours, that on the death of the ancestor, intestate, his 
estate shall descend to his next of kin. Nothing could be 
plainer, nothing less susceptible of construction. There is no 
exception, no limitation, and none was intended. And yet the 
courts of some of the States have engrafted a most important 
exception or limitation upon a statute which contained none 
and held that the estate did not descend as the statute said it 
should, in case the heir killed the ancestor in order to inherit. 


This proceeded upon the same idea as did the other cases, 
not that the statute was ambiguous, but that, when applied 
to a particular case, it was not what it ought to be. In justifica- 
tion of this, which admitted of no justification, the courts in- 
voked a maxim, which was never a rule for the construction 
of statutes, which says that a person shall not take advantage 
of or receive benefit from his own wrong, and they reasoned 
that, as it was wrong to kill the ancestor for his estate, there- 
fore the heir who did it should not inherit, although the statute 
plainly said he should. This is to make, not to construe law. 


Our own Supreme Court, to its credit, has repudiated this 
heresy, and the Supreme Court of Pennsylvania has refused to 
amend the statute; but, unfortunately, has placed its decision 
not entirely upon the ground that the statute was plain, and 
the court had no power to amend it; but upon the constitu- 
tional provision that conviction of crime shall not work a for- 
feiture of estate or corruption of blood. This leaves it open to 
the inference that, in another case, under just as plain a 
statute, but where there was no constitutional inhibition, the 
court might amend the statute, if it was thought to be needed. 
The case would have been much more satisfactory if the 
court had said, as it should have done: “The statute is plain 
and we have no right to amend, or misconstrue it.” 

I have selected these few cases, much at random, and not 
conspicuous, among many that might be cited, to serve as 
illustrations of what I have said and desire to say. It is quite 
obvious that in these cases the conclusion was reached, not at 
‘all because any one thought the statute was ambiguous, or 
eyen susceptible of any such meaning, but simply because, 





when applied to the particular case, the courts thought the 
statute ought to be what they declared it to be. 

In Burgett v. Burgett, before cited, Judge Burnet said that 
“The power of construing a statute is in the judges, who have 
power over all laws, and especially over statutes, to mould 
them according to reason and conscience, to the best and 
truest use.”” No more dangerous or unfounded doctrine, w hen 
applied, as it was, to a plain statute, could be announced 
Courts have no such power, except in cases of ambiguity; and 
even then, only when the language is fairly susceptible of the 
meaning declared, and no such power is now claimed, though 
it is too often exercised. Indeed, courts are 
in their disclaimer of power to amend a = statute 
or to construe a plain one, and none more so than 
some of those who, in the cases alluded to, did precisely what 
they disclaimed. It is not so much the theories of the courtg 
that I criticise, as it is their too frequent practice, which is 
sometimes entirely inconsistent with their professions, a clear 
usurpation of power and a violation of judicial duty. 


The fact is, and it should never be forgotten, overlooked, 
or evaded, that in this respect the sole and only duty of a court 
is to declare the meaning of a statute as it is written. If it is 
plain, its plain meaning should be taken. If ambiguous, or sus- 
ceptible of more than one meaning, it should be construed in 
the light of a legitimate consideration; but even then only to 
extract meanings of which the language when applied to that 
subject is fairly susceptible. 

Nor, as I have said, is this duty of declaring what is plain, 
and fairly constructing what is ambiguous, any the less im- 
perative because, in a given case, the meaning thus arrived at 
makes the instrument unwise, absurd or unconstitutional. The 
same combination of words with a plain meaning, and but one, 
cannot mean something different, because this meaning mili- 
tates against the wisdom or the plain meaning of the insitru- 
ment. 

I do not ignore the fact that technical expressions may 
have a technical meaning different from the ordinary mean- 
ing; that the same words may mean one thing when applied 
to one subject, and another when applied to another subject; 
nor kindred cases, where plain, ordinary words have, when 
applied to a particular subject matter a meaning different from 
that in ordinry use. I am not speaking of these, but of the 
too prevalent practice of attempting to make a statute or con- 
tract conform to the court’s notion of what it ought to be. 

Courts are not responsible for the statutes of the State, nor 
for the contracts of individuals. Their whole province in this 
regard is to declare them when plain and to fairly construe 
them when doubtful or ambiguous. 

I say fairly construe what is ambiguous, and here is a 
field into which I but barely enter in order to make a sug- 
gestion, claiming nothing more from my entry than mere pede 
possession, hoping some one with a better title will enter and 
cultivate. 

The suggestion I desire to make is this: Whatever ambigu- 
ity or doubt may exist, it must be resolved, if at all, first, by 
using and giving effect to all the language employed, which is 
not plainly unmeaning; and, second, by giving to that language 
a meaning of which it is fairly susceptible when applied to 
that subject matter. 

This undoubted right to construe in cases of ambiguity is 
a dangerous one at best, unless used with great care. Dan- 
gerous, because the conclusion reached is too apt to reflect the 
individual notions of the judge as to what the instrument 
ought to be, rather than his real judgment of what it really 
does mean; and dangerous because of the great uncertainty 
that must prevail as to how a particular judge will construe a 
particular instrument; and these dangers are greatly in- 
creased the less we have, or the less we observe established 
rules for such construction, chief among which are those to 
which I have alluded, that effect must be given to all the lan- 
guage used that is not plainly unmeaning, and that the mean- 
ing declared shall be one of which the language is fairly sus- 
ceptible. 

The observance of these rules is one of the uses of con- 
struction. One of its abuses is this: When a court or judge 
finds an instrument, statute or contract of doubtful meaning, 
and enters upon the broad and. somewhat dangerous domain of 
construction, his notion of what it ought to be in the particu- 
lar case too often gets the better of his judgment of what it 
is, and the wish becoming father to the thought, he construes 
the instrument accordingly, without any very careful regard 
for the language used, or to whether it is fairly susceptible of 
that meaning, much less whether that is the meaning of which 
the language is most fairly susceptible; not that he intends to 
violate these rules of construction, but does so unconsciously, 
and from a failure to keep them always in mind. 


This desire to have statutes and contracts what it is 
thought they ought to be is the prolific parent of many misin- 
terpretations. But courts should remember that they are not 
responsible for the statutes of the State nor for the contracts 
of the people, and that with the one they have nothing, and 
with the other they have little to do, whether they are wise 
or foolish, constitutional or not, fair or inequitable; and that 
with either their sole province is to declare that which is plain, 
and fairly expound what is doubtful, leaving the consequences 
to those who made the instruments. - 

It should be remembered that certainty of construction is 
almost as important as correct construction, and that we 
ought to be as able to know what a particular construction will 
be as we are to know what it ought to be. 
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In case of any fairly plain statute most any lawyer of 
experience can tell with reasonable certainty what is its true 
meaning, but with this prevalent and growing practice of con- 
struing what is plain, he is a bold man who will undertake to 
tell what a court will say it means if there is ground for sup- 
posing that, when applied to the case in hand, the statute is 
not what it ought to be. 

It is difficult, indeed impossible, to so frame general laws 
that they will not work hardship or injustice in some particu- 
lar case. And if when the statute first comes under judicial 
cognizance it is in such a case, then, under this practice of 
construing what is plain, the whole fabric is in danger of being 
swept away, because when applied to that particular case 
(is not what it is conceived it ought to be. Or, if in 
another case) there exists facts and circumstances which seem 
to make the application of the statute to them unwise, harsh, 
or unjust, courts are too apt to reason that the Legislature 
could not have contemplated this situation, and so hold that 
the statute does not apply in such case, although it is within 
its clear explicit terms and meaning. This speaks well for the 
heart of the court, but hardly so for its head. While the “light 
that leads astray” may be “light from heaven” it none the less 
leads astray from right construction. 

Iam not saying that when the application of a statute to 
a particular case is manifestly harsh or unjust a court may or 
may not usurp the power and say that the statute ought not to 
apply to such a case and therefore does not. It is not an easy 
question, even in ethics. But such power should be exercised, 
if at al, only in exceptional cases, and with extreme care. 
What I criticise is that it is too often used as a mere matter of 
construction and in cases where there is no hardship or injus- 
tice to call for its exercise. 

Another fruitful source of misinterpretation is the use 
which is made of one of our rules of construction, which states 
that the primary object of construction is to arrive, in the case 
of statutes, at the intention of the Legislature; and in the case 
of contracts, at the intention of the parties. 

This rule is not so objectionable in itself, for another, or a 
part of the same rule, requires this intention to be found from 
the language used, either alone or in the light of extraneous 
circumstances. But it is unnecessary, useless in practice, and 
from the non-observance of this latter part of the rule, opens 
a wide door to misconstruction. A better object of search, in a 
practical way, is the real meaning of the instrument—that is, 
the meaning of the language used. 

Courts, in thus looking for the intention, naturally desire 
to find it to have been what they think it ought to have been, 
and they reason that the Legislature or the parties did not 
intend this or did intend that, or did or did not contemplate 
60 and so, or must have intended, or could not have intended 
the instrument should apply to this, that, or the other state of 
facts, etc., etc.; and thus looking after this unknown, but 
assumed intention, they too often overlook the obvious mean- 
ing of the language used, and find the intention to have been 
what they think it ought to have been; when, if their inquiry 
had been addreseed solely to what is the meaning of the lan- 
guage used the construction would have been different. 

No lawyer of experience needs to be told that such in- 
stances of misconstruction arising from this search for an 
occult and always unknown intention are not uncommon, and 
I think that some, at least, will agree with me that a better 
rule in practice would be this: “The primary object of con- 
struction is to ascertain the meaning of the language of the 
instrument to be construed.” 

This would be done then just as it is now—either by taking 
the language alone, or when read in the light of all permissi- 
ble extraneous facts—the only change being to make the true 
meaning of the language used the object of search, and not an 
unknown intention, which-cannot, in any event, be different 
from, or other than the meaning of the language used. 

This is the only legitimate province of construction to 
arrive at the real meaning of the instrument—that is, the 
meaning of the language used, for its language is all there is 
to a written instrument. 

The intention of the Legislature, or of the parties to a 
contract, is either expressed in the instrument or it is not. If 
it is, it is to be found alone in the meaning of the language 
used to express it; if it is not expressed it goes for nothing, is 
useless, and it is quite idle to make it the primary object of 
search. So that all that construction can do is to ascertain 
the meaning of the language of the instrument, and if this 
reflects the intention of its framers well and good; if it does 
not it is of no practical importance. 

Indeed, this vaunted intention, as distinguished from the 
meaning of the language used, is not of the slightest import- 
ance, and cuts no figure in the construction of an instrument. 
This is also shown by the uniform refusal of courts to permit 
any proof whatever of such intention. But if this intention 
were the primary object of search the inconsistency of refusing 
proof of it would be apparent. 

To illustrate, take the case of a contract for the sale of 
land, where the premises are clearly and sufficiently described 
4s lot A. The seller, having tendered a conveyance, sues for 
the price. The purchaser answers that both the parties in- 
tended to sell and buy lot B alone, and neither intended lot A, 
the description of which was inserted by mistake. The plaintiff 
admits this by a general demurrer. Here we have the intention 
of the parties admitted of record, and yet it is not of the slight- 
est importance in construing their contract. The demurrer 
must be sustained and the plaintiff have judgment, notwith- 
standing the admitted intention. True, the purchaser might go 











into a court of equity and have the contract reformed so as to 
express the intention, but until he does so the meaning of the 
contract is conclusive of the intention, and it is idle to look 
further for what is already conclusively found, and which 
when found has nothing whatever to do with the construction 
of the instrument. 

True, in case of ambiguity, we may put ourselves in the place 
of the framers of the instrument and look at it from their point 
of view. But even then, only to ascertain the meaning of the 
language used from that standpoint. 

I know it will be said that this intention is an aid in ascer- 
taining the meaning of the lamguage used. If there were any 
certain way of determining this intention, and if when found, 
it at all controlled the meaning of the language used, there 
might be something in this claim. But, consistently with other 
rules, it is not of the slightest use in that direction, and has no 
such office. For this intention, if found at all, must be found 
in the language used when read in the light of all permissible 
extraneous facts, and cannot be inconsistent therewith. It 
would, therefore, seem quite as easy to determine the meaning, 
as it is the intention. Indeed, it is much easier, and can be 
done with much greater certainty. And it is always the mean- 
ing of the instrument, statute or contract, that courts are called 
upon to determine, and not the intention of the framers. 


It follows, then, that when the meaning is found, it is con- 
clusive of the intention. But it is not true that this intenion is 
conclusive, or always even indicative of the meaning; on the 
contrary, the intention may have been one thing, and the mean- 
ing of the language used to express it something very different. 
To carry the matter further and look for an intention which is 
already conclusively found, is quite useless, but not harmless. 
It opens a wide door, and one too often used, for misconstruc- 
tion, by substituting for the real meaning of what the instru- 
ment expresses, an unknown, but assumed intention that is not 
expressed, and exists nowhere but in the opinion of the court 
that it ought to have been. We would often find much better 
construction by confining it to the ascertainment of the real 
meaning of the language of the instrument by all legitimate 
aids, and taking that to be conclusive of the intention; if, in- 
deed, we must still have anything to do with this unimportant 
consideration, the intention of the framers. 

But, we are told that it is to be presumed that legislatures 
never intend unwise, absurd, or unconstitutional enactments. 
Granted; and that, in case of ambiguity, such construction 
should be adopted, if possible, as will avoid this. But, on the 
other hand, in the light of what we know of them, it cannot be 
said that legislatures never do make such enactments. And 
it is wiser and better to determine the character of the instru- 
ment from what it says, than to attempt, by construction, to 
make it wise or constitutional, because of some presumed, but 
ineffectual, intention to make it so. 

Another of our rules of construction tells us that all statutes 
are to be held as constitutional unless they are certainly and 
plainly otherwise; and that-all doubts, in this respect, are to 
be resolved in favor of their validity. This seems a si 
rule. The constitution is the organic, fundamental law of the 
State, from which all statutes derive their sanction, and the 
legislature its only power to enact them. The legislature is a 
body of limited powers, conférred by the constitution, and all 
powers not thereby delegated are expressly reserved to the 
people. The legislature is but the agent and representative of 
the people, acting under a written and public power of attorney, 
known to all, and with no power to enact any law not in 
conformity with the constitution. Indeed, the chief object of 
very many of the constitutional provisions is to restrain and 
limit the power of the legislature in making laws; and no 
statute can have any validity except within the provisions 
of that instrument. 

It follows, logically and necessarily from this, that the 
first essential of every statute is, that it affirmatively appear 
that it is within this constitution, and that the power to enact 
it has been conferred upon the legislature. Just as in every 
other case of agency, the act of the agent must be shown to 
be within the scope of his known authority. And it follows, 
also, that the reverse of the rule under consideration would be 
the true one, viz., that every statute should be held invalid 
that does not appear to be fairly within the constitution; and 
all doubts, in this respect, should be resolved in favor of the 
constitution and against the statute. 

Under our present rules altogether too much reverence 
is paid to the acts of the legislature, and too little to the con- 
stitution, which alone authorizes them. And the frequency 
with which courts, even under a rule which resolves all 
doubts in favor of the statute, are compelled to hold statutes 
unconstitutional, hardly warrants the presumption of such 
legislative infallibility as to justify this reverential devo- 
tion. 

Indeed, I know of no warrant in principle for any pre- 
sumption whatever, in this regard. Whether a statute is con- 
stitutional or not, is purely and simply a legal question, to be 
determined by a consideration of the constitution on the one 
hand, and the terms, effect and operation of the statute on the 
other; and to resort to presumption is to decide the question 
by a mere petitio principii, instead of by inquiry or judgment. 
It is to assume the very matter in question. 

Another of our rules of construction upon this subject, tells 
us that it is presumed the legislature never intends to violate 
the constitution, This is another branch of the rule which 
makes the intention the principal object of inquiry, instead 
of the meaning of the language used to express it, and is quite 
useless. It is entirely immaterial, whether it so intends er not, 
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and the presumption helps to nothing. The question in all such 
cases is not what the legislature intended to do, but what it 
did do; and that is determined, not by presumption, but by 
comparing its act with the organic law; and whether the one 
violates the other is not determined by presumption, and if it 
does, it is not helped out by any want of legislative intention. 

I am not here speaking of ambiguous statutes, where one 
fair construction would make it constitutional and another the 
reverse, and resort is had to a similar but.useless presump- 
tion of intention to determine the choice; but of a resort to 
this presumption to determine the very question in contro- 
versy. 

Nor is this presumption or intention at all necessary; nor 
of the slightest use, as an aid to construction. For if an instru- 
ment be fairly susceptible of two constructions, one of which 
will make it constitutional, and the other the reverse, it is 
simply, of course, that the former will be taken; and this en- 
tirely independently of any such presumption. So that this 
presumption is entirely useless for any legitimate purpose, and 
its chief use, in practice, is the illegitimate one of determining 
the constitutionality of a statute by presumption. 

Nor is this our present practice. in this respect, at all justi- 
fied by the recognized rule that the acts of public officers and 
agents are presumed to be valid and legal. This prima facie pre- 
sumption has no application whatever, when the validity and 
constitutionality of a statute is the sole object of inquiry. 
This must be determined by a comparison of the statute with 
the constitution, and not by any presumption. 

Nor is there, in principle, any reason why doubts of the 
constitutionality of a statute should be resolved in its favor. 
This is to put the statute above the constitution, as if that 
was the chief thing to be upheld and protected when the direct 
reverse is the truth. 

Whenever a written constitution, emanating from the 
people, is the fundamental law of the State, and that constitu- 
tion delegates to the legislature its only power, and reserves 
powers not delegated to the people, when the legislature, under 
such a constitution, is a body of but delegated powers, delegat- 
ed and limited by that constitution, it must be always true 
that the test of the validity of legislative enactments, is then 
affirmative correspondence with that constitution; and equally 
true that all serious doubt in this regard should be resolved 
against the statute. : 

We do not treat our constitution as we do anything which 
we regard as of great value. If we have a piece of rare china, 
and are in doubt whether a particular treatment will break it 
or not, we resolve that doubt in favor of the dish, and abstain 
from the treatment. And so it is with everything that we 
really and truly regard as sacred or valuable; and so it ought 
to be with our constitution, and if there be~- grave doubts 
whether a statute is an infraction of its terms, that is a suf- 
ficient reason for holding it invalid. For, surely the constitu- 
tion is as much entitled to the benefit of reasonable doubt, as 
is any statute. * 

In theory, at least, our constitution is something sacred, 
and to be kept inviolate. If this be true also in fact, then there 
is no more dangerous rule or practice than that which invites 
its violation, by resolving all doubts against the constitution, 
and in favor of that which is claimed to be in violation of its 
provisions. 

Gentlemen—If the time shall ever come when our constitu- 
tion—both the bulwark and palladium of the rights and liberties 
of the people—shall have become step by step a mere collection 
of glittering generalities in practical desuetude; and the rights 
of the people, unprotected by an observance of constitutional 
provisions, are at the mercy of each ephemeral legislature, 
substantially unrestrained by constitutional limitations, the 
observant historian may then find one of the chief causes of 
this “Decline and Fall” in a rule of our courts which had so 
little regard for the constitution as to resolve all doubts in 
favor of acts claimed to be in violation of its provisions, in- 
stead of resolving them against whatever threatened its 
integrity. 


CONSTITUTIONAL CONSTRUCTION AND THE 
COMMERCE CLAUSE. 


A Paper Read Before the American Bar Association at 
Cleveland, Ohio, by Robert Mather, Esq., of the 
Chicago Bar. 














A private project for the establishment of a line of inter- 
state transportation was the moving force that led to the adop- 
tion of the constitution. Washington, having surrendered his 
sword to the Continental Congress, turned his energies, as a 
private citizen, to the development by peaceful and industrial 
means, of the national spirit which, as leader of the army, it 
had been his opportunity to foster and maintain by force of 
arms. His comprehensive foresight had already peopled, in 
fancy, the unknown and illimitable Northwest. He realized 
that the only tie that could bind this future empire to the 
newly born nation in the East was the bond of commercial in- 
tercourse. Navigation, the only adequate means of transpor- 
tation at that time, furnished to this vast territory a natural 
and easy outlet, by the Mississippi and Ohio rivers, to the 
Gulf of Mexico, where, at New Orleans, the Spanish power of- 
fered protection and commercial opportunity to the interior. To 
divert the flow of commerce from this natural channel, and 
to insure thereby the peaceful and permanent alliance of the 





Northwest with the Federal power on the Atlantic coast, 
Washington fathered and fostered a project for the building 
of a canal which should join the waters of the Ohio with those 
of Chesapeake Bay. The great obstacle in the way of this 
scheme, which thus united the hope of private profit with a 
project of Federal aggrandizement, lay in the sovereign power 
of each of the States which the canal must traverse, to reg- 
ulate and to tax the canal and the commerce it was designed 
to carry. The diverse and harassing exercise of this power by 
the several colonies had produced that condition of commercial 
confusion which, more than anything else, had condemned the 
Articles of Confederation as a plan of federal union. It was 
to prevent the embarrassments which the exercise of this 
power might impose upon his projected instrument of com- 
merce, that Maryland and Virginia, and afterward Pennsyl- 
vania and Delaware, at Washington’s suggestion, tried to 
agree on some uniform plan of commercial regulations. From 
this grew the Annapolis Convention, to which all the Colo- 
nies were invited to discuss plans for uniformity of legislation 
on commercial subjects. The universal conviction which these 
discussions produced that the power to regulate commerce 
among the Colonies and with foreign nations should be with- 
drawn from the States and confided to the central govern- 
ment, led to the calling of the convention at Philadelphia. 

The work of the Constitutional Convention was a growth 
which far exceeded the promises of its beginning; the sugges- 
tion for the adoption of a uniform code of commercial regula- 
tions grew into a national spirit which converted the tottering 
confederation into a united and puissant nation. The great- 
ness of the work of that convention has long since overshad- 
owed the cause that called it together; but the historic fact 
is never to be forgotten that the necessity of removing the 
subject of the transportation of persons and property from 
the power of State regulation was the immediate cause of 
the formation of the Constitution. The object, the effort to 
attain which led to such great results, was believed to have 
been sufficiently accomplished by the insertion in the Consti- 
tution of the simple provision that: “The Congress shall have 
power to regulate commerce with foreign nations and among 
the several States, and with the Indian tribes.” 

It might well be expected that a feature of our organic 
law which owned such lofty birth, would speedily and con- 
sistently have received a construction in harmony with the 
great purpose it was meant to accomplish. Yet no other pro- 
vision of the Constitution presents so interesting a view of 
the uncertainty of constitution construction, and of the fleeting 
influence of principles of decision that seemed once to have 
been permanently established. 

The struggle of the States has ever been to retain or regain 
the powers surrendered to the central government in the com- 
merce clause; and the conflict in the courts from the first en- 
gaged the partisans of State rights and the champions of Fed- 
eral supremacy. The first battlefield was found in the famous 
case of Gibbons v. Ogden (9 Wheat 1). The genius of fed- 
eralism fought for the theory that the commerce clause con- 
ferred upon Congress exclusive power over interstate and for- 
eign commerce, and removed the subject beyond the range of 
the legislative power of the State. The spirit of State rights 
struggled for the doctrine that the Federal power was concur- 
rent with a like power in the States, and that the States might 
still, despite this provision of the constitution, regulate com- 
merce with foreign natiofis and among the States, until Con- 
gress should, by positive act, itself regulate the subject. The 
result of the engagement gave the victory to neither of the 
contending theories; for, while the masterly opinion of Mar- 
shall indicated his adherence to the theory of exclusive power, 
and the separate opinion of Mr. Justice Johnson insisted that 
judgment should be given on that ground, the determination of 
the great question was found unnecessary to the decision of 
the case. It was held that Congress had regulated the sub- 
ject of transportation by water in the enactment of the coast- 
ing laws, and that the act of New York, granting to Livingston 
and Fulton the exclusive right to navigation by steam on the 
navigable waters of the State, was void because in conflict 
with these Federal laws. Gibbons v. Ogden decided nothing 
except that a State regulation of foreign or interstate com- 
merce actually in conflict with a law of Congress, is void. This 
decision left the advocates of the doctrine of concurrent power 
free to insist that the State regulation was valid until it ac- 
tually came in conflict with some law of Congress on the same 
subject. Thus, while the argument of the Chief Justice justi- 
fied the claims of the advocates of exclusive Federal power, 
the ground of the decision gave comfort to their adversaries; 
and Gibbons v. Ogden, instead of settling the controversy. 
opened a veritable Pandora box of troublesome questions 
which tormented the bar and divided the judicial opinion for 
many years. 

The struggle between the doctrines of exclusive and concur- 
rent power was renewed in Brown v. Maryland (12 Wheat. 
419). The State regulation here in controversy was a law of 
Maryland requiring importers of foreign goods to take out a li- 
cense for the sale of the imported articles. The State law 
was held invalid on two grounds: First, that it was in viola- 
tion of tnat provision of the Constitution providing that no 
State shall lay any impost or duty on imports or exports; sec- 
ond, that it was repugnant to the commerce clause. The opin- 
ion of the Chief Justice on the latter proposition breathes arcin 
the national spirit that insisted on the exclusive view of the 
Federal power. That the history of the adoption of the com- 
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merce clause pointed to this as the true construction was em- 
phasized in this language: ‘‘The oppressed and degraded state 
of commerce previous to the adoption of the constitution can 
scarcely be forgotten. * * * Those who felt the injury aris- 
ing from this state of things, and those who were capable of 
estimating the influence of commerce on the prosperity of na- 
tions, perceived the necessity of giving control over this im- 
portant subject to a single government. It may be doubted 
whether any of the evils proceeding from the feebleness of 
the Federal Government contributed more to that great revolu- 
tion which introduced the present system than the deep and 
general conviction that commerce ought to be regulated by 
Congress. It is not, therefore, matter of surprise, that the 
grant should be as extensive as the mischief, and should com- 
prehend all foreign commerce, and all commerce among the 
States. To construe the power so as to impair its efficacy 
would tend to defeat an object, in the attainment of which the 
American public took, and justly took, that strong interest 
which aroge from a full conviction of its necessity.” 

Doubtiess this opinion was intended to establish, as in- 
deed its reasoning does establish, the doctrine of the exclusive- 
ness of Federal power. But here, as in Gibbons v. Ogden, the 
decision of the case just failed of reaching the high ground 
of Federalism at which the opinion aimed. There was here, 
as in the other case, law of Congress with which the State law 
was plainly in conflict. The contention that the States might 
regulate the subject in the absence of such an act of Congress 
was still open, so far as authority went, to the advocates of tha 
theory of concurrent power. The theory would, however, 
doubtless have been abandoned as condemned by the reasoning 
of the Chief Justice in the two pioneer cases, if it were not 
for the peculiar opinion, again by Marshall, in the case of Wil- 
eon v. Black Bird Creek Marsh Company. (2 Pet. 245.) 

The State law, which was there assailed as a regulation of 
commerce, was an act authorizing the marsh company to con- 
struct and maintain a dam across Black Bird Creek, a navi- 
gable stream flowing into the Delaware River. The law was 
upheld on the express ground that Congress had not “passed 
any act which bore upon the case; any act in execution of the 
power to regulate commerce.” “We do not think,” said the 
Chief Justice, “that the act empowering the Black Bird Creek 
Marsh Company to place a dam across the creek, can, under 
all the circumstances of the case, be considered as repugnant 
to the power to regular commerce in its dormant state, or as 
being in conflict with any law passed on the subject.” 


If Brown v. Maryland had seemed for a time to put at rest 
the conflicting claims of the doctrine of exclusive power on the 
one hand and of concurrent power on the other, the unique 
decision in the Black Bird case at once revived the contention. 
It was claimed that Marshall had retreated from the lofty 
heights of nationalism which he had theretofore occupied dur- 
ing the strife on this question, and that his opinion in the Black 
Bird case was, if not a retraction, at least a modification or 
explanation of his views in Gibbons v. Ogden and Brown v. 
Maryland. We shall later acquit him of this charge; but for 
the present we are interested in the wavering issues of the 
early conflict. 

Fate had conceived still further confusion or the subject, 
and in the travail of the times it was now brought forth. New 
York v. Miln (11 Pet. 102) had come before the court for de- 
cision, and, the Justices being divided, a re-argument was di- 
rected. Before the second argument, there had taken place 
that great change in the court which cast out the genius of 
nationalism and enthroned the spirit of State rights and strict 
construction. Taney sat in the seat of Marshall; and the 
court which had for so many years construed the Constitution 
in the Federalizing spirit of Washington, was bent to the de- 
centralizing designs of Jackson. The new influence dominated 
the decision in New York v. Miln, and added chaos to the con- 
fusion which already attended the efforts to construe the com- 
merce clause. The opinion of Mr. Justice Barbour, instead of 
settling the long controversy between the conflicting theories 
of exclusive and concurrent power, forced upon the field of 
constitutional construction a novel theory of its own. The 
State law here drawn in question, requiring every master of a 
vessel arriving in the port of New York from any port of 
another State or nation to make a report to the Mayor of the 
name, place of birth and last legal settlement, age and occu- 
pation of every person brought as a passenger by the vessel on 
her last voyage, was justified as a reguiation:of internal police. 
The police powers, it was held, were reserved to the States in 
their entirety, unsurrendered and unrestrained by the Federal 
Constitution. Laws passed in the exercise of these powers 
were to be considered valid, even though, in their operation, 
they regulated and impeded commerce. This position, which 
the majority opinion flattered itself was “impregnable,” would 
have justified the passage by a State of any law regulating 
foreign or interstate commerce, provided only the enactment 
could be called an exercise of police power. This would have 
accomplished for the power of the States all or more than 
could possibly have been achieved by the establishment of the 
doctrine of concurrent power. Such, doubtless, was the hope 
of the majority and the fear of the sole dissenting justice. 
Story, the last survivor on the bench of the passing age of 
Federalism, voiced a vigorous dissent against the introduction 
of the new and dangerous theory. ‘He insisted strongly but 
vainly that the State law was just such a regulation of com- 
merce as was condemned in Gibbons v. Ogden, and that the 
decision in that great case and in Brown v. Maryland demon- 
strated the entire exclusiveness of the Federal power. The 
pathos of the lonely position of Story on the reconstructed 





bench finds keen expression in his unavailing protest that 

Chief Justice Marshall, having heard the first argument of the 

— 5 o——_ with both the conclusions and the reasons of his 
ssent. 

It was reserved for The License Cases (5 How. 504) to 
demonstrate the full capacity of the court for disagreement 
upon the commerce clause. These cases drew in question the 
constitionality of the liquor license laws of the States of 
Massachusetts, Rhode Island and New Hampshire. In the New 
Hampshire case (Pierce v. New Hampshire), Pierce had been 
convicted of selling, without the license required by the State 
law, a barrel of gin bought in Massachusetts, brought coast- 
wise into New Hampshire, and sold there in the original pack- 
age. The case differed from Brown v. Maryland only in the 
circumstance that the article was brought from another State 
instead of from a foreign nation. All of the justices agreed 
that the State laws were constitutional, and that the judgments 
of conviction in all the cases should be affirmed; but not even 
a bare majority could agree on the reasons on which this re- 
sult should be placed. There was, therefore, no opinion of the 
Court. Nine dissonant opinions, by six different justices, illus- 
trate in this case the divergence of views on the bench, and 
typify the uncertainty of constitutional construction. 

Taney, who, as counsel for the State, had urged for the 
validity of the license laws condemned in Brown v. Maryland, 
confessed that he was then in error, and yielded allegiance to 
the views of his great predecessor in that decision. But, while 
making this concession, he contended, in a masterful argument, 
for the doctrine of concurrent power. Brown v. Maryland 
was distinguished from the case at bar by the statement “that 
the former was one arising out of commerce with foreign 
nations, which Congress had regulated by law; whereas the 
present is a case of commerce between two States, in relation 
to which Congress had not exercised its power.” McLean, who 
was later, in The Passenger Cases, to become the champion of 
the theory of exclusive power, argued in The License Cases for 
the doctrine of the supremacy of the police powers of the State, 
which had formed the basis of the decision in New York v. 
Miln. In this view he was supported by the opinions. of 
Justice Woodbury and Grier. Mr. Justice Catron ably second- 
ed the effort of the Chief Justice to establish the theory of 
concurrent power, but made a vigorous attack upon the doc- 
trine of the power of the States to enact regulations of com- 
meree under guise of their police powers; his resonant rhetoric 
and inevitable logic on this point laying the foundation for the 
ultimate overthrow of this theory. Mr. Justice Daniel, though 
agreeing with Chief Justice Taney as to the power of the 
States to regulate commerce in the absence of Congressional 
acts on the same subject, differed with him as to the correct- 
ness of the decision in Brown v. Maryland, and bitterly as- 
sailed the doctrine there established that the right to import 
carries with it the right to sell. 


In spite of the chaos of opinion on the bench, the doctrine 
of concurrent power almost reached in The License Cases the 
goal of final adoption. An admitted regulation by a State of 
interstate commerce was clearly sustained by the judgment in 
that case, and four of the six justices who wrote opinions de- 
clared their allegiance to the concurrent theory. The opinion 
of the Chief Justice, though not the opinion of the Court, was 
palpably designed to establish that doctrine as a finality. Not 
a solitary justice raised his voice in advocacy of the doctrine 
of exclusive power. In view of this fact, nothing more start- 
lingly marks the halting course of judicial censtruction than 
the decision in the next case whieh involved the commerce 
clause. 

The Passenger Cases (7 How. 283), presented the question of 
the constitutionality of laws of the States of Massachusetts 
and New York requiring masters of vessels to pay to the health 
officers of the State ports a certain sum for each passenger 
landed. The similarity of these laws with the regulations un- 
held in New York v. Miln, is to be noted. The pendulum now 
swung the other way, and the same court that had upheld the 
State license laws as commercial regulations within the power 
of the States, condemned the State passenger regulations, on 
the express ground that they were regulations of foreign and 
interstate commerce, and that the power of Congress on those 
subjects was exclusive. Under these circumstances, and from 
such a court, came the first positive announcement, in so many 
words, of the doctrine of exclusive power as a controling rule 
of decision. The judgment was by a bare majority, four Jus- 
tices dissenting, and every Justice except one, who expressed 
his concurrence in the views of Taney, writing a separate 
opinion. : 

This definite adoption of the doctrine of exclusive power 
barely survived the case in which it was announced. When 
Cooley v. Board of Wardens (12 How. 299), came on for de- 
cision (in 1851) the doctrine of The Passenger Cases was essen- 
tially modified: The five Justices who composed the majority 
which confidently asserted the doctrine of exclusive power in 
1849 were all on the bench when the Cooley case was decided. 
The only change in the court was among the minority, Mr. 
Justice Woodbury having been succeeded by Benjamin R. 
Curtis. The question presented was the constitutionality of a 
law of Pennsylvania establishing regulations of pilots and 
pilotages for the harbor of Philadelphia. The business of 
pilots had uniformly since the establishment of the Federal 
Government been regulated by the States, and this fact had 
furnished one of the strongest of the arguments in favor of 
the existence of a concurrent power in the States on the subject. 
To hold those regulations void as conflicting with the exclusive 
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power of Congress would have deranged the existing and nec- 
essary regulations of the subject and thrown the navigation 
laws into dire confusion. In the face of this predicament the 
champions on the bench of the contending theories of exclu- 
sive and concurrent power, with two militant exceptions, laid 
down their arms and submitted to a compromise of the doubt- 
ful conflict, dictated by the new member of the court. It was 
decided that whether the power of Congress to regulate com- 
merce in exclusive or concurrent with a like power in the 
States was to be determined, not from the nature of the 
power itself, but from the nature of the subjects on which the 
power was to be exercised. “Whatever subjects of this power,” 
it was held, “are in their nature national, or admit only of one 
uniform system or plan of regulation, may justly be said to be 
of such a nature as to require exclusive legislation by Con- 
." As to the regulation of pilotage under consideration, 

it was held, “that the nature of the subject is such that, until 
Congress should find it necessary to exercise its power, it 
should be left to the legislation of the States; that it is local 
and not national, that it is likely to be best provided for, not 
by one system or plan of regulation, but by as many as the 
legislative discretion of the several States should deem applic- 
able to the local peculiarities of the ports within their limits.” 
Cooley v. Board of Wardens marks the passing of the age 

of constitutional construction with which we have thus far 
dealt, and the coming of a new era. It put an end to the 
bitter controversy between the theories which had contended 
against each other for supremacy since the time of Gibbons v. 
Ogden, by deciding that both were right, and assigning to 
each its appropriate sphere of operation. Where the subject 
of regulation was local in its nature, the theory of concurrent 
power was to have application; where the subject was of a 
national nature, the exclusive theory was to prevail. Thus the 
Cooley decision built an effectual dam against the current of 
controversy that had so long beat against the court in cases 
involving the commerce clause, and turned the course of legal 
and judicial investigation of the subject into other and 
smoother channels. Henceforth the sole inquiry was to be, is 


the subject sought to be regulated local or national in its ° 


nature? if local, the regulation of it is within the field of State 
power; if national, it is removed entirely beyond the reach of 
State legislation. 

It is a curious and interesting fact that the principle upon 
which the Cooley case was decided, and which finally brought 
peace to the troubled waters of constitutional construction 
upon the commerce clause, was clearly outlined by Mr. Web- 
ster in his comprehensive argument in the pioneer case of 
Gibbons v. Ogden. Though he insisted that the Federal power 
over commerce, as applied to the particular facts of the case 
then before the court, was necessarily exclusive, he foresaw 
what the decision in Cooley v. Board of Wardens finally as- 
serted, that there might be subjects of commercial regulation of 
sucha nature that the power of the State might control them in 
the absence of Congressional action. “He should contend,” says 
the reporter’s account of Mr. Webster’s argument,“ that the 
power of Congress to regulate commerce was complete and 
entire and to a certain extent necessarily exclusive; that the 
acts in question were regulations of commerce in a most impor- 
tant particular; and affecting it in those respects in which it 
was under the exclusive authority of Congress. He stated 
this first proposition guardedly. He did not mean to say that 
all regulations which might in their operation affect commerce 
were exclusively in the power of Congress; but that such power 
as had been exercised in this case did not remain with the 
States.” It adds to our admiration for that great mind to 
know that not only was he the first expounder of the doctrine 
of exclusive power as applied to the commerce clause, and 
the advocate of the principle on which Gibbons v. Ogden was 
actually decided, but that he had also formulated, in advance 
of any judicial announcement upon these important questions, 
the principle which was finally to harmonize the conflicting 
views on the subject. 

We may properly pause here, also, to note the entire har- 
money of the decision in Wilson v. Black Bird Creek Marsh 
Company with the rule announced in Cooley v. Board of 
Wardens. The Black Bird case was merely the forerunner 
of that long line of cases which, since Cooley v. Board of 
Wardens, have consistently upheld the power of the States to 
authorize obstructions to navigable streams, in the absence of 
Congressional action. (Gilman v. Philadelphia, 3 Wall. 713; Es- 
canaba Company v. Chicago, 107 U. S. 678; Willamette Iron 
Bridge Company v. Hatch, 125 U. 8. 1.) In this light the ap- 
parent inconsistency between the opinion in the Black Bird 
case and the other opinions of Marshall on this subject en- 
tirely disappears. Marshall merely applied in that case the 
thought suggested by Webster’s argument in Gibbons v. Ogden 
and aterward formulated into a rule of decision in Cooley v. 
Board of Wardens, that on subjects local in their nature the 
regulations of the States are valid in the absence of Con- 
gressional action. 

The necessity to insure entire freedom from State regulation 
of the passage of persons and property from State to State, we 
have seen, was the moving force that brought about the adop- 
tion of the Constitution. The first application of the principle 
of Cooley v. Board of Wardens to cases of interstate transpor- 
tation was in harmony with that historic fact. In The Case 
of the State Freight Tax (15 Wall. 232) and in Wabash, etc. 
Railway Company v. Illinois (118 U. S. 557), it was held that 
the subject of the interstate transportation of persons’ and 
property was of such a national nature as to require a uniform 














plan of regulation, and that therefore the power of Congress 
to regulate it was exclusive. This principle was reasserted in 
Bowman v. Chicago and Northwestern Railway Company (125 
U. S. 465), where the liqor laws of Iowa, in so far as they 
prohibited the transportation by a common carrier of intox- 
icating liquors from another State into Iowa, except for persons 
licensed to sell under the State laws, were held to be “an 
unauthorized interference with the power given to Congress 
over the subject.” The doctrine of the License Cases was 
thus seriously undermined, though not overthrown; and the 
spirit of iconoclasm in the court struck its hammer, with fatal 
force, at the thory of the supremacy of the police powers of 
the State, asserted in New York v. Miln. Thus was won a late 
though complete victory for the vigorous assault made upon 
the Miln case by Mr. Justice Catron in the License Cases; and 
the doctrine was finally established that a State cannot, in 
the acknowledged exercise of its police powers, “regulate com- 
merce between its people and those of the other States of the 
Union in order to effect its end, however desirable such a 
regulation might be.” The Miln theory of the State police 
power, however, still found three ardent adherents on the 
bench. 

Bowman v. The Railway foreshadowed Leisy v. Hardin 
(135 U. S. 100). This case decided that the right of transporta- 
tion from one State to another, which the Bowman case held 
was beyond the range of State regulation, carried with it, as 
a necessary incident, the right to sell in the original package, 
and that the right to sell, equally with the right to transport, 
was shielded by the commerce clause from the legislative 
power of the State. This ruling was the exact antithesis of 
the decision in Pierce v. New Hampshire; and the latter case, 
which had stood unquestioned for nearly half a century, was 
here finally overthrown. Leisy v. Hardin took stand on the 
high ground where Brown v. Maryland was firmly fixed, and 
threw around the importation from a sister State the same 
Federal protection which that great decision had long afforded 
imports from foreign nations. 

Constitutional construction had now seemingly emerged 
from the fog that had so persistently obscured the scope of the 
commerce clause. The hope of the fathers in framing this 
feature of the Constitution seemed at last to be realized. A 
great trinity of constitutional decisions, Brown v. Maryland, 
Bowman v. The Railway and Leisy v. Hardin, promised to 
accomplish the purpose of fts adoption, namely: the protection 
of the importation, transportation and sale of articles of com- 
merce from any regulation by the States. 

But the fatality which had wrought the overthrow of so 
many established theories in the long course of judicial inter- 
pretation of the commerce clause, had not overlooked the 
Bowman case or Leisy v. Hardin. In little more than a year 
after the latter case had been decided, the laws which were 
there condemned as regulations of interstate commerce upon 
subjects within the exclusive power of Congress to regulate 
were solemnly adjudged by the same court to be a valid exer- 
cise of State power. (In re Rahrer, 140 U. S. 545.) 


Novel and unnecessary suggestions in the opinion in Bow- 
man v. The Railway and Leisy v. Hardin were themselves re- 
sponsible for this startling result. In the Bowman case Mr. 
Justice Matthews had said: “So far as these regulations (cer- 
tain acts of Congress concerning transportation) made by Con- 
gress extend, they are certainly indications of its intention that 
the transportation of commodities between the States shall be 
free, except where it is positively restricted by Congress itself, 
or by the States in particular cases by the express permission 
of Congress.” * * * “It (a State) cannot without the consent 
of Congress, express or implied, regulate commerce between 
its people and those of the other States of the Union.” Mr. 
Chief Justice Fuller quoted these suggestions in his opinion in 
Leisy v. Hardin, and thus reinforced them in his own language: 
“Hence, inasmuch as interstate commerce, consisting in the 
transportation, purchase, sale and exchange of commodities, is 
national in its character, and must be governed by a uniform 
system, so long as Congress does not pass any law to regulate 
it, or allowing the States so to do, it thereby indicates its wil 
that such commerce shall be free and untrammeled. * * * 
The conclusion follows that as the grant of the power to regu- 
late commerce among the States, so far as one system is re- 
quired, is exclusive, the States cannot exercise that power with- 
out the assent of Congress.” These, with other like expressions 
in the same opinions, are, I believe, the first and only sugges- 
tions in the books that Congress might permit the States to 
exercise a power which the Constitution has exclusively con- 
fided to Congress. The novelty of the idea is attested by the 
promptness with which it was acted upon. The decision in 
Leisy v. Hardin was rendered in April, 189. In August of 
the same year Congress passed a bill known as the Wilson 
Bill, which reads as follows: “That all fermented, distilled or 
other intoxicating liquors or liquids transported into any State 
or Territory or remaining therein for use, consumption, sale or 
storage therein, shall, upon arrival in such State or Territory 
be subject to the operation and effect of the laws of such State 
or Territory enacted in the exercise of its police power, to the 
same extent and in the same manner as though such liquids 
or liquors had been produced in such State or Territory, and 
shall not be exempt therefrom by reason of being introduced 
therein in original packages or otherwise.” 

“In this,” in the language of Mr. Justice Field, (Bridge Com- 
pany vs. United States, 105 U. S. 494,) “we are furnished with 
a striking illustration of the facility with which power is as- 
sumed from expressions loosely, but inadvertently used, ap- 
parently recognizing its existence.” 
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In case of In re Rahrer (140 U. 8. 545), brought before the 
court a case precisely like Leisy v. Hardin, except that in 
Rahrer’s case the violation of the State law, consisting in 
the first sale of a pint of whisky in the original package in 
which it had been brought into the State from another State, 
had taken place after the Wilson Act had been approved. Al- 
though the suggestions of the doctrine of the permission of 
Congress in Bowman v. The Railway and Leisy v. Hardin, 
were undoubtedly responsible for the passage of the Wilson 
Bill, the Supreme Court did not uphold the validity of the 
enactment on that ground. It had been too often declared 
that Congress could not give a right to a State in virtue of 
its own powers, or enable a State to legislate: (Marshall, Ch. 
J., in Gibbons v. Ogden) or restore to the States the power 
of which they were deprived in the commerce clause; (Taney 
ch. J. in The License Cases) or delegate to a State power 
to pass an act amounting to a regulation of interstate com- 
merce (Stoutenburgh v. Hennick, 129 U. 8S. 141). It was 
impossible, therefore, to establish as a rule of decision the 
doctrine suggested arguendo in the Bowman and Leisy cases; 
that Congress might permit the States to enact regulations of 
commerce upon subjects national in their nature. But though 
the doctrine that had produced the Wilson Bill was not potent 
to justify it, another doctrine, whose ancient birth and fre- 
quent repetition had never suggested to the legislative mind 
the passage of such an act, was pressed into service to give 
the Wilson Bill efficacy. This doctrine has been called the 
doctrine of the silence of Congress. 

For the first suggestion of this doctrine we turn again to the 
fecund argument of Webster in Gibbons v. Ogden. “All use- 
ful regulation,”’ he said, “does not consist in restraint; and 
that which Congress sees fit to leave free, is a part of its 
regulation as much as the rest.” Webster’s meaning was that 
the power of Congress covered the entire subject, excluding 
altogether any power in the States; and that the States were 
just as impotent to regulate a subject which Congress, by its 
silence, meant should be free from regulation, as they were 
powerless to regulate another subject which Congress, by 
express act, had subjected to regulation. So Marshall under- 
stood the argument, (Gibbons v. Ogden at p. 198). Such 
was the meaning of Mr. Justice Grier, who next used the 
idea, in his opinion in The Passenger Cases. And such was 
the spirit in which Mr. Justice Field formulated the principle 
in Welton v. Missouri, (91 U. 8S. 275). “The fact that Con- 
gress has not seen fit to prescribe any specific rules to govern 
interstate commerce does not affect the question. Its action 
on this subject, when considered with reference to its legisla- 
tion with respect to foreign commerce, is equivalent to a dec- 
laration that interstate commerce shall be free and untram- 
meled.” In almost every subsequent case in which attempted 
State regulations of commerce were called in question, the 
statement has been repeated that the silence of Congress upon 
any particular subject was an indication of the Congressional 
will that the subject should be free and unregulated. 

The opinion in the Rahrer case, interpreting the decisions 
in the Bowman and Leisy cases in the light of this doctrine, 
concludes that the State laws condemned in those cases were 
invalid because in conflict with the will of Congress, implied 
from its silence, that the subject of the interstate transporta- 
tion and sale of commercial commodities should be free from 
any regulation. “It followed as a corollary,” says the Rahrer 
opinion, “that, when Congress acted at all, the result of its 
action must be to operate as a restraint upon that perfect free- 
dom which its silence insured. Congress has now spoken, and 
declared that imported liquors or liquids shall, upon arrival in 
a State, fall within the category of domestic articles of a sim- 
ilar nature. * * * Congress did not use terms of permission 
to the State to act, but simply removed an impediment to the 
enforcement of the State laws in respect to imported packages 
in their original condition, created by the absence of a specific 
utterance on its part. It imparted no power to the State not 
then possessed, but allowed imported property to fall at once 

-upon arrival within the local jurisdiction.” 

In other words, the will of Congress, and not the impo- 
tency of the State, deprived the State laws of vitality. The 
State had power to pass the laws, which were confessedly reg- 
ulations of commerce upon subjects national in their nature 
and therefore requiring one uniform plan of regulation; but 
the laws could not be enforced so long as Congress, by its si- 
lence, indicated its will that those subjects should be free from 
regulation. As soon as Congress broke its silence and neg- 
atived by positive action the implication arising from its si- 
lence, the laws of the State became operative, and the inter- 
state transportation and sale of intoxicating liquors, admit- 
tedly legitimate articles of commerce, became subject to the 
State regulation. Thus the doctrine of the silence of Congress, 
which was, in its origin and previous application, a denial of 
the theory of concurrent power, was made the means of the 
final triumph of that theory and the complete overthrow of 
its ancient rival, the doctrine of exclusive power. Thus, also, 
was cast aside the salutary and hitherto accepted rule or de- 
cision announced in Cooley v. Board of Wardens. That case 
decided that the States have power to regulate subjects of 
commerce local in their nature until Congress shall regulate 
the same subject; but as to subjects national in their nature 
the States have no power at all to regulate, whether Congress 
regulates or not. That is, as to subjects national in their 
nature, the States suffer from an organic infirmity, imposed by 
the commerce clause of the Constitution, which “withdraws 
the subject,” in the language of Smith v. Albama (124 U. 58. 





464), “as the fact sof legislation altogether from the States.” 
The conception of the exclusiveness of the Federal power nec- 
essarily involves the conclusion that any State legislation at- 
tempting to exercise that power is void, not as being in conflict 
with the will of Congress, expressed or implied, but as an at- 
tempted exercise of power of which the States, under the Fed- 
ral Constitution, are totally divested. A subject which admits 
of exclusive legislation by Congress cannot admit of any legis- 
lation by the States; and this is whether Congress has or has 
not legislated on the subject. This case was perfectly clear un- 
til the decision of the Rahrer case. The rule of that case is that 
the States have concurrent power to enact regulations on all 
subjects; the enforcement of their regulations depending in all 
cases upon the will of Congress. As to local subjects the en- 
forcement of the State laws is permitted by the silence of 
Congress ano impeded by its action; as to national subjects 
the enforcement of the State laws is impeded by the silence of 
Congress and permitted by its action. 


The exclusive theory was not the only victim to suffer by 
the Rahrer decision; the rule of Leisy v. Hardin was expressly 
nullified, and Bowman v. The Railway rendered practically 
valueless. Since the Rahrer decision the Supreme Court of 
lowa, applying the rule there announced, has held that the act 
of transportation which was protected in the Bowman case 
from State interference, is now prohibited by the same State 
law that was there held to be void as a regulation of com- 
merce of such character as Congress alone was authorized to 
make. (State v. Rhodes, 90 Ia. 496.) Thus neither the trans- 
portation nor the sale of intoxicating liquors is now protected 
by hy commerce clause against the prohibitory law of the 
States. 

This result has been reached without detracting one whit 
from the established character of intoxicating liquors as legiti- 
mate articles of commerce. It follows that what has 
done in the. Wilson bill for intoxicating liquors, it may do for 
any and all commercial commodities. Already a bill, in the 
image of the Wilson bill, has passed the House and is pending 
in the Senate, which surrenders oleomargarine to State regula- 
tion, although the power of the State to prohibit the importa- 
tion and sale of that admittedly harmless article of food, when 
colored in imitation of butter, has already been established by 
a decision that divided the court. (Plumley v. usetts, 
155 U. 8S. 471.) Every other commodity, the commerce in which 
affects injuriously special interests or particular localities, may 
become as likely a candidate as oleomargarine for similar Con- 
gressional distinction; and eventually each State, in proportion 
to its influence and power in Congress, may secure the passage 
of laws which would permit it to regulate or prohibit the im- 
portation and sale of any commodity which it might deem 
harmful to the health or morals of the community or inimical 
to its industrial growth or welfare. (Bowman v. The Railway 
125 U. S. at p. 494.) The imported package of dry goods that 
forced the great pronouncement in Brown v. Maryland; the 
Texas cattle that found their way into Missouri under the 
ruling of Railroad Company v. Husen (95 U. S. 465); and the 
dressed meats protected from State exclusion in Minnesota v. 
Barber (136 U. 8S. 313), and Brimmer v. Rebman (138 U. S. 78), 
may, by acts of Congress, be permitted to fall within the focal 
jurisdiction, and those triumphs of constitutional construction 
will be preserved in the reports only as shrouds of a mummified 
legal principle, and as relics of a constitutional and commercial 
epoch that has passed away. Thus the great constitutional bul- 
wark to the freedom of interstate transportation and sale of 
articles of eommerce, which our forefathers thought they had 
erected in the commerce clause, may be blown down by the 
breath of Congress. Such is the startlimg result of more than 
a century of constitutional construction. 

The power confined to Congress in the commerce clause is 
the power to regulate commerce, not to permit its regulation 
by the States. It is impossible that any act passed by Congress 
in pursuance of the commercial power should be anything but 
uniform im its mature and operation. A federal law is beyond 
conception which should declare that the transportation and 
sale of oleomargarine should be lawful in Missouri and unlaw- 
ful in Massachusetts, or that a common carrier should be com- 
pelled in Illinois to receive intoxicating liquors for transporta- 
tion into Iowa, amd punished in Iowa for the performance of 
the act enforced in Illinois. Yet, inconceivable as it is that 
Congress should itself pass such a law, it has, in the Wilson 
bill as construed in the Rahrer case, permitted the enforcement 
of State laws which have, as to intoxicating liquors, precisely 
that effect. Such a recognition of State laws upon a subject the 
regulation of which was intrusted solely to Congress for the 
express reason that in its nature it requires “one uniform sys- 
tem or plan of regulation” is essentially a restoration to the 
States of that sovereign power of regulation, the diverse exer- 
cise of which produced the commercial anarchy and confusion 
that reigned during the Confederation. 

That such was its purpose we have the high testimony of 
one of the justices who concurred in the Rahrer decision. 
“The effect of this enactment,” he says, “seems to me to 
withdraw intoxicating liquors from the operation of the com- 
merce clause of the constitution. * * * The State legisla- 
tures, * * * with respect to the subject of intoxicating liquors, 
are, since the passage of the Wilson bill, untrammeled by the 
Federal Constitution.” (Brown, J., dissenting, in Scott v. Don- 
ald, 165 U. S. at p. 106.) 

I nowhere find it provided in the Federal Constitution that 
an act of Congress may relieve the States from the trammels 
of that instrument. Possibly the Wilson bill might have been 
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justified as a Congressional regulation of commerce had it been 
construed as a declaration by Congress that intoxicating liquors 
were no longer to be considered subjects of legitimate com- 
merce. The exclusive power of Congress “to determine the 
articles which may be the subjects of commerce” seemed to be 
conclusively asserted by the adoption in the Bowman case of 
Mr. Justice Catron’s views and language in The License Cases. 
(125 U. S. at p. 490.) But it has just been held that the appli- 
cation of the Wilson bill to the liquor laws of a State depends 
upon the question whether the State itself recognizes intoxicat- 
ing liquors “as articles of lawful consumption and commerce.” 
(Scott v. Donald, 165 U. S. 68.) This concedes to the States 
not only the power to regulate, but the more dangerous power 
to “determine what shall or shall not be regulated.” “Upon 
this theory,” in the language of Mr. Justice Catron, quoted with 
approval in the Bowman case, “the power to regulate com- 
merce, instead of being paramount over the subject, would be- 
come subordinate to the State police power; for it is obvious 
that the power to determine the articles which may be the sub- 
jects of commerce, and thus to circumscribe its scope and 
operation, is, in effect, the controlling one. The police power 
would not only be a formidable rival, but, in a struggle, must 
necessarily triumph over the commercial power, as the power 
to regulate is dependent upon the power to fix and determine 
upon the subjects to be regulated.” 

Not only, therefore, has the Rahrer case extended to all 
subjects, national as well as local, the application of the doc- 
trine of concurrent power; but Scott v. Donald has revived 
the essential principle of the doctrine of the supremacy of the 
State police power, asserted in New York v. Miln and formally 
overthrown in Bowman v. The Railway. 


Though the growth under constitutional construction of the 
power of the States to regulate the subjects of interstate com- 
merce thus challenges startled attention, their power to regulate 
the instruments of that commerce has reached no less remark- 
able a stage of development. And the course of judicial senti- 
ment on this question is marked by similar fluctuations of 
opinion, and by like wreckage of discarded decisions. In Os- 
borne v. Mobile (16 Wall. 479), it was held that an ordinance 
of the City of Mobile imposing an annua! license fee upon every 
express or railroad company doing an interstate business in the 
city was not repugnant to the commerce clause. It was the 
opinion of the court that the license, although a burden upon 
fmterstate commerce, was such a regulation as might lawfully 
be imposed by a State, under the concurrent theory, in the ab- 
sence of Congressional action on the subject. 


In Leloup v. Port of Mobile (127 U. S. 640), precisely the 
Same question was presented. The opinion here prevailed that 
the subject fell within the exclusive power of Congress, and the 
Osborne case was expressly overruled. It was held that the 
fact that a portion of the company’s business was internal to 
the State of Alabama, and, therefore, taxable by the State, did 
not authorize the imposition of a general license fee. ‘The 
tax,” say the court, “affects the whole business without dis- 
crimination. There are sufficient modes in which the internal 
business, if not already taxed in some way, may be subjected 
to taxation without the imposition of a tax which covers the 
entire operations of the company.” It was concluded that 
“no State has the right to lay a tax on interstate commerce in 
any form, whether by way of duties laid on the transportation 
of the subjects of commerce, or on the receipts derived from 
that transportation, or on the occupation or business of carry- 
ing it on; and the reason is, that such taxation is a burden on 
that commerce and amounts to a regulation of it, which belongs 
solely to Congress.” It would seem, after this announcement, 
that no State could ever impose a license fee upon a company 
engaged in the business of the interstate transportation of 
property; but constitutional construction has found a way, not, 
indeed, to overrule Leloup v. Port of Mobile, but to deprive in- 
terstate carriers of the benefit of that decision. A law of the 
State of Florida, passed in 1893, provides that all express com- 
panies doing business in the State shall pay in every city, town 
and village in which they do business a license tax, graduated 
according to the size of the place. The language of the law 
nowhere recognizes or suggests a distinction between the 
local and the interstate business of the companies. In its 
terms, “the tax,” like the tax in the Leloup v. Port of Mobile, 
“affects the whole business without discrimination.” The Flor- 
ida Supreme Court, however, construing the act, held in express 
terms that it did not apply to or effect in any manner business 
which is interstate in its character, but only business which is 
done within the State, and that under the statute, so far as an 
express company confined its operations to express business 
consisting of interstate or foreign commerce it was wholly 
exempt from the legislation. (A valuable exemption, indeed, in 
view of the legal obligations of common carriers.) The Supreme 
Court of the United States, adopting this construction of the 
State law by the court of the State, has held that the license 
law is not obnoxious to the commerce clause. (Osborne v. State 
of Florida, 164 U. S. 650.) It is, therefore, now possible, in 
spite of Leloup v. Port of Mobile, tor a State to impose any 
kind or number of license fees upon interstate carriers; and 
the imposition will be sustained in the Federal Supreme Court 
provided only the State legislature shall declare, or the State 

Supreme Court hold that the license, though general in its 
terms, affects the company only in relation to its local business. 

In the case of the State tax on railway gross receipts (15 
Wall. 284) it was held that a State might impose a tax upon 
the gross receipts of a transportation company, even though 
the receipts were partially derived from interstate business. 
In Fargo v. Michigan (121 U. S. 230) this case met the fate 








of Osborne v. Mobile, and was expressly overruled. The doc. 
trine of Leloup v. Port of Mobile was there firmly established, 
that “no State has the right to lay a tax on interstate commerce 
in any form.” The decision in Fargo v. Michigan is amply 
buttressed by other like rulings of the court. Gloucester Ferry 
Company v. Pennsylvania (114 U. S. 196); Philadelphia Steam. 
ship Company v. Pennsylvania (122 U. 8. 326); ‘Western Union 
Telegraph Company v. Alabama (137 U. S. 472). But the doc. 
trine of that case, though still in theory a recognized rule of 
decision, no longer affords in practice any protection to the 
interestate carrier against the taxing power of the States. 
The recently developed theory of the unit value of property 
devoted to interstate transportation, under which a State may 
determine the value of such property for taxing purposes not 
“alone by the actual value of the property within the State, but 
by imparting to such property a portion of the unit value on a 
mileage basis, or in such ratio as the State may itself deem 
proportionate to the actual value or the earning power of the 
property within the State, has brought within reach of the 
taxing arm of every State, in effect though not in name, al) 
those elements of interstate commerce that were formally re- 
moved beyond that reach in Fargo v. Michigan. (Pullman's 
Palace Car Co. v. Pennsylvania, 141 U. S. 18; Massachusetts y, 
Western Union Telegraph Co., 141 U. S. 40; Maine v. Grand 
Trunk Railway Co., 142 U. 8. 17; Pittsburg &c. Railway Co. y. 
Backus, 154 U. 8. 421; Telegraph Company v. Taggart, 163 U. §. 
1; Adams Express Co. v. Ohio, 165 U. 8.). It is perfectly pal- 
pable that into the unit value of an agency of interstate trans- 
portation there enter—in addition to the value of the several 
State franchises and of the tangible property in every State— 
the value of the Federal franchise, inhering in the Constitu- 
tion and expressed in the statutes, to transport property from 
State to State free from State regulation; the value of the 
occupation or business itself, and the value of the receipts de- 
rived therefrom. All these elements of value it has been ex- 
pressly held are beyond the reach of the taxing power of the 
States. (California v. Cal. Pac. Ry. Co., 127 U. 8. 1; Leloup v. 
Port of Mobile, supra.). But taxation by a State of a propor- 
tion of the unit value, thus composed, is as clearly taxation of 
the component elements as though each constituent part of the 
unit value were categorically set down on the tax lists. And 
it matters not whether the imposition is called a tax on tangible 
property, as in Adams Express Company v. Ohio, where cer- 
tain horses, wagons, harness, trucks, safes and office fixtures 
actually worth less than $100,000 were taxed on a valuation of 
over $1,000,000, because they were used in the prosecution of a 
vast and profitable interstate transportation business; or a 
tax on intangible property, as in Wier v. Norman (17 Sup. Ct. 
527), where like property worth less than $40,000 was taxed, 
for like reasons, on a valuation of nearly $1,500,000, and in 
Henderson Bridge Company v. Kentucky (17 Sup. Ct. 532), 
where to the actual value of the bridge property in Ken- 
tucky was added an assessment of over $865,000 upon the 
“franchise” of a company doing solely an interstate business: 
or a cummutation of ad valorem taxes for a just equivalent, 
as in Postal Telegraph Cable Co. v. Adams (155 U. S. 688), 
where an imposition in name and nature a tax for the privilege 
of carrying on interstate business was sustained by an in- 
hormanious court. The States will not object to the names by 
which their levies are called, provided under any name they 
may tax interstate commerce; and novelties in nomenclature 
will hardly compensate the carriers for deprivation of their 
constitutional rights. 
It has been my purpose to record rather than to criticise 
the variations in judicial decision affecting the commerce 
clause; but when four members of the court join in vigorous 
dissent from the doctrine of the last cited cases, the bar may 
at least indulge a doubt as to its absolute wisdom. Temerity 
may even go a step farther and express the conviction that 
the power of regulation of both the subjects and the instru- 
ments of interstate commerce, which the trend of recent de- 
cision confirms in the States, is neither in furtherance of the 
high purposes that inspired the adoption of the commerce . 
clause, nor in harmony with great principles once dominant 
in the construction of the power there conferred. A return 
to the doctrine that Congress has exclusive power to regulate 
(including the power to tax) interstate commerce in these its 
national aspects will better exemplify and effectuate the spirit 
in which great power was taken from the States and con- 
ferred upon the national authority, and lay more firmly the 
foundation for an enduring construction of the commerce 
clause in the difficult questions that are yet to confront the 
court. If, in the language of Mr. Justice Brown (Scott v. 
Donald, at p. 106), “manifest dangers to the future of the coun- 
try * * * lurk in the inflexibility of the Federal Constitu- 
tion,” the dangers will hardly be averted by introducing that 
flexibility which flows from the abandonment of established 
principles. If the commerce clause relieves corporations en- 
gaged in interstate commerce from what the courts may deem 
their just burdens of State regulations and State taxation and 
this is the spirit in which the opinion denying a rehearing in 
the express cases is conceived (Adams Express Co. v. Ohio, 17 
Sup. Ct. 604), that is a condition produced by the Federal Con- 
stitution, which is it not the province of the courts to change. 
The fear “that, unless constitutional safeguards be overthrown, 
harm will come and wrong will be done,” should never lead to 
the conclusion, in the protesting language of Mr. Justice White, 
“that our institutions area failure, that time has proven that 
the Constitution should not have been adopted, and that this 
(the Supreme) court should not recognize that fact, and shape 





its adjudications accordingly. Besides, the fear that affirmed 
the State power of taxation in these cases, has no practical 
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foundation. Even if the States lack power to regulate and tax 
these national elements of commerce, Congress has plenary 
power in that direction, and may impose, with heayy hand, 
all the burdens that interstate commerce can bear. The 
legitimate avenue of escape from the perils that appalled the 
judicial mind lies in an adequate exercise by Congress of its 
admitted power to regulate and tax interstate commerce, 
rather than im a judicial restoration to the States of “the 
eurrender which they have made to a common government to 
regulate commerce for the benefit of all of them.” (Wayne J. 
in Passenger Cases, 7 How, at p. 419). 








ON THE RIGHT TO PLEDGE SECURITIES CAR 
RIED ON A MARGIN. 


By Eliot Norton of the New York Bar. 





The genera! rule that a stockbroker who is carrying securi- 
ties on @ margin for a customer must either keep on hand or 
under his control the securities purchased, or a like kind and 
amount, and to have them in such a situation that the cus- 
tomer by paying the amount due by him thereon, can at any 
time obtain them, is sufficiently well established.* But this rule 
lacks clearness in that it fails to define what constitutes “keep- 
ing securities on hand” or “under a stockbroker’s control.” 
Whether these phrases are to be interpreted liberally or nar- 
rowly is of the greatest import inasmuch as the rule affects 
the very essentials of a stockbroker’s business? For instance, 
does or does not the rule preclude stockbrokers pledging their 
customer’s securities in bulk with other securities? and, does 
or does not the rule preclude a stockbroker from using the 
securities which he is carrying on a margin for one customer 
to make deliveries for another customer? None of these ques- 
tions have been satisfactorily answered until recently. In 
the case of Douglas and Jones v. Carpenter, 17 App. Div. (N. 
Y.), 329, the Appellate Division of the Supreme Court of New 
York, has, however, finally settled how the main rule is to be 
interpreted, and going on therefrom has determined what the 
subsidiary rule with respect to pledging stock carried on a 
margin shall be. The decision is so important that it may be 
well to give it in full. It was made on an appeal by the de- 
fendant, Carpenter, from a judgment of the Supreme Court in 
favor of the plaintiffs upon a report of a referee; and Mr. Jus- 
tice Williams, delivering it, said: 

“The action was brought by a firm of bankers and stock- 
brokers, members of the Stock Exchange, in New York city, 
to recover the balance of an account growing out of speculative 
stock, bond and grain operations conducted by plaintiffs for 
defendant on margin. The account began Oct. 11, 1888, and 
continued until Dec, 1, 1893. The defendant, among other 
things, claimed that there had been conversion by the plain- 
tiffs of certain securities belonging to tthe defendant by their, 
having pledged the same, and that the defendant was entitled 
to damages for such conversion. There were other questions 
in the case, some of which have been argued before this Court, 
but this is the important question and the only one which 
we think it necessary to determine. We need not detail the 
facts to show how this question was raised. There is no dis- 
pute but that it was in the case; was fairly raised, and ‘that 
the referee decided it in favor of the plaintiffs, and if he was 
wrong the judgment must be reversed. The question may 
be briefly stated as follows: Were ‘the plaintiffs guilty of a 
conversion of the defendant’s securities by pledging them for 
the benefit of the plaintiffs’ own business, mingling them with 
other securities, and obtaining loans thereon for a greater 
amount than the indebtedness of the defendant to the plaintiffs 
on account thereof, and without retaining in the plaintiffs’ 
possession other securities of a like kind and amount? 

“There are some things about which there is no dispute. 
The relations of pledgor and pledgee existed between the de- 
fendant and the plaintiffs. The securities were the property of 
the defendant, and the plaintiffs had a lien thereon for the 
amount of their advances. The unauthorized sale of the se- 
curities by the plaintiffs, with the understanding that the per- 
sons borrowing them might sell or dispose of them according 
to their pleasure, would have been a conversion thereof. Such 
sale or loan would not have been consistent with the general 
ownership and ultimate rights of the defendant. No custom, 
however general or long continued, could make such a sale or 
loan legal, because it would be inconsistent with the con- 
tract between the parties and in derogation of the property 
rights of the defendant. The defendant had the ownership 
of the securities, but not the right of possession. His interest 
in the property consisted in his right of redemption. By pay- 
ment or tender of the indebtedness the lien of the plaintiffs 
would have been discharged, and the defendant would have 
become entitled to the immediate restoration of his property. 
The plaintiffs might take title 'to the securities in their own 
name, and were not bound to retain or deliver the identical 
securities purchased for the defendant. Their duty was to 
keep on hand, or under their control, either the securities of 
the defendant or a like kind and amount of securities, and to 
have them in such situation that the defendant, by paying 
the amount due by him thereon, could, at any time, obtain 
them. This was what the plaintiffs agreed to do, and so 
long as they did this, the fact that they used the securities 





*An addendum to a pamphlet entitled “On Buying and Sell- 
ing Securities Through a Member of a Stock Exchange; Baker, 
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while in their possession, awaiting redemption by the de- 
fendant, would not amount to a eonversion thereof. These 
principles are well settled and are recognized by both parties. 
(See Markham v. Jaudon, 41 N. Y. 235; Baker v. Drake, 66 id, 
522; Gruman v. Smith, 81 id. 28; Lawrence v. Maxwell, 53 id. 
19; Capron v. Thompson, 86 id. 418; Taussig v. Hart, 58 
429; Caswell v. Putnam, 120 id. 153; Hopper v. Sage, 112 
535; Horton v. Morgan, 19 id. 170; Stewart v. Drake, 46 
449, 453; Levy v. Loeb, 85 id. 365.) 

“It would seem that the decision in Caswell v. Putnam (su- 
pra), that the general rule that a sale or loan constitutes a 
conversion of securities, is to be regarded as modified to the 
extent that the sale or loan of the identical securities of the 
pledgor will not be a conversion, provided the pledgee at all 
times keeps in his possession, or under his control, securities 
of like kind and amount as those sold or loaned. In this 
case we must consider that the pledges were made by the 
plaintiffs without keeping in their possession securities of a 
like kind and amount, because the defendant offered to make 
this proof and the evidence was excluded. The pledges were, 
therefore, made of the defendant’s securities, mixed and min- 
gied with other securities, and for amounts larger than the 
indebtedness of the defendant to the plaintiffs, and no other 
securities of like kind and amount were kept in their place. 
The only question is, therefore, whether such pledges were 
conversions of ‘the securities, as sales or loans of the securi- 
ties would have been had the transactions been such sales 
or loans. It seems to us that all the reasons that operate 
to render sales or loans of the securities conversions are 
equally applicable to such pledges as were made by the plain- 
tiffs of defendant’s securities in this case. Any disposition of 
the defendant’s securities by the plaintiffs which would de- 
prive him of his right to immediate possession thereof, upon 
payment or tender of the indebtedness by him to the plain- 
tiffs on account of such securities, would amount to con- 
version thereof. A sale or loan would do this, no other securi- 
ties of a like kind and amount being kept in their place, 
because the securities would be gone and could not be de- 
livered to defendant. 

“It would not do to say that the plaintiffs might go into the 
market and buy other securities of a like kind and amount on 
payment or tender being made by defendant, because the plain- 
tiffs might not have the funds to purchase the new securi- 
ties, and the only reliance the defendant would have would be 
the personal financial responsibility and ability of the plain- 
tiffs, whereas he had a right to rely upon the securities them- 
selves, and if they were retained he could get them, whether 
the plaintiffs were financially responsible or not. 

“As said by Rapallo, J., in Taussig v. Hart (supra, 430): 
"To allow a broker to sell his customer’s stock without author- 
ity, and speculate upon replacing it at a lower price, would 
be encouraging speculations by a@ents at the risk of their 
principals, totally inadmissable under familiar rules. Should 
the stock rise largely in price after the broker had thus di- 
vested himself of all control over the shares which he had 
purchased on the order of his principal, the broker might be 
unable to replace the shares, and the principal would have 
no remedy except a personal claim against the broker. This 
clearly is not what is contemplated under an agreement to 
buy and carry stocks. The customer does not rely upon an 
engagement of the broker to procure and furnish the shares 
when required, but upon his actually purchasing and holding 
the number of shares ordered, subject only to the payment of 
the purchase price.’ 

“Tt is not Roubtea but that the plaintiffs might lawfuly have 
pledged the defendant’s securities, by themselves, separate and 
apart from others, for an amount not exceeding the indebt- 
edness to them by the defendant thereon. In such case the 
defendant would have been protected, because he could have 
gone to the pledgees and have obtained the securities by pay- 
ment or tender of the amount of his indebtedness and noth- 
ing more (Chapman v. Brooks, 31 N. Y. 75); but mingling 
them with other securities and pledging them for an amount 
larger than the defendant’s indebtedness would have placed 
them where the defendant could not have obtained them by 
a payment or tender of the amount of his indebtedness, and 
would have been illegal and unauthorized. (McNeil v. Tenth 
National Bank, 46 N. Y. 325; Schouler on Bailments (ist. ed.), 
201.) It will not do to say that plaintiffs might be able to 
get defendant’s securities released from the pledges made by 
them, by paying up the whole or a part of the amount for 
which the pledges were made, and so be able to surrender them 
to defendant on payment or tender of the amount of his in- 
debtedness. His doing this, like his purchasing other se- 
ecurities in the case of a sale or loan already referred to, 
would be dependent upon his having the funds to pay the 
amounts for which the pledges had been made or upon his 
ability to get such securities released, and the same reason- 
ing is applicable to pledges as would apply to sales or loans 
under like circumstances. The referee based his decision upon 
this point upon the consideration that ‘all that the customer 
has a right to require is a delivery of his property on payment 
of the broker’s lien thereon, and the proof before me is that 
the plaintiffs at all times had control of the stocks and bonds 
bought and carried by them for the defendant, and were at 
all times able and ready to make delivery of them to the de- 
fendant on payment of the balance due on his account.’ 

“If this statement were to be regarded as absolutely true, 
the judgment might be sustained upon such facts, but it must 
be remembered that the defendant offered to prove a different 
state of facts. The offer was to prove that instead of the 
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securities being at all times under the control of the plaintiffs, 
-so that they were at all times able and ready to deliver the 
‘same to the defendant on payment of his indebtedness, the 
securities were mingled with other securities, and were pledged 
.to third parties for amounts larger than the indebtedness by 
defendant to the plaintiffs. This evidence was excluded. If 
it had been received and relied on, it would have appeared 
that the control of plaintiffs over the securities and their abil- 
ity to deliver the same to the defendant would have rested, 
as we have before suggested, upon the personal ability of 
plaintiffs to discharge the amounts for which the pledges were 
made or otherwise obtain possession of the securities. If such 
pledges had been made, and the plaintiffs had absconded or 
became entirely insolvent, the defendant would not have been 
able to get possession of his securities by merely paying the 
indebtedness thereon by himself to the plaintiffs. We are 
unable in any view of the case to see how the pledges of 
the defendant’s securities could be said to have been legal. It 
seems to us that they were illegal and were conversions of 
such securities. 

“The conclusion we have arrived at upon this point requires 
@ reversal of the judgment and a new trial of the case. It is 
not necessary to consider the other questions raised on this ap- 
peal. The case is here determined largely upon the rejection 
of evidence offered, and when the defendant is permitted to 
give such evidence as he can, as to the nature and extent 
of the pledges alleged to have been made, the other questions 
arising in the case may need consideration. 

“The judgment appealed from should be reversed, and a 
new trial ordered before another referee, with costs to ap- 
pellant to abide event.” 

In this decision Mr. Justice Van Brunt, presiding judge, 
and Mr. Justice Rumsey and Mr. Justice Parker, associate 
judges, concurred. Mr. Justice Patterson, the other associate 
judge, though concurring in the result of the decision said: 

“I concur in the conclusion at which the Court has ar- 
rived respecting the rejection by the referee of evidence offered 
by the defendant, tending to show that the plaintiffs did not 
perform their full duty as brokers with reference to the bonds 
and stocks bought by them for the defendant, but I do not 
concur in the views expressed in the opinion of the Court, nor 
in the inference to be drawn from them, respecting the general 
question of what constitutes a conversion by a broker of stocks 
and bonds bought by him on margins for a customer. In 
such transactions the broker is under no obligation to pur- 
chase or take title to shares in the name of his customer. 
‘He may buy and take title in his own name and need not 
keep his customer’s stock separated from his own. (Horton v. 
Morgan, 19 N. Y. 170.) He may even sell the shares he bought 
for his customer without being chargeable with a conversion 
(Caswell v. Putnam, 120 N. Y. 153), provided he keeps, subject 
to the order of his principal, an amount of stock of the same 
kind, equal to that purchased for his principal. The effect of 
these decisions is that the broker may use in his own business 
shares purchased on margin and held by him for advances, 
and ‘the is bound only to be ready on demand to give his cus- 
tomer his shares or an equal number. He cannot, of course, 
purchase after a demand and speculate on his customer’s spec- 
ulation, but he must always be in readiness with shares actu- 
ally available in the course of business for delivery from the 
date of the execution of his customer’s order. That does not 
curtail his right to use the shares in his business and until 
demand is made. 

“What is meant by the phrase, ‘having always in his pos- 
session?’ I do not understand it to be that he must have a 
certificate of shares in actual and continuous physical pos- 
session, but that he must have shares always under his con- 
trol so that when, in due course of business, he is called upon, 
he can deliver without going into the market to buy. He does 
not convert the stock of his customer simply by using it in 
the ordinary way in which brokers conduct their business by 
borrowing money to carry all their customer’s stocks, pledg- 
ing and repledging even in bulk from time to time accord- 
ing to the custom of their business and as the necessities of 
their transactions may require, and to enable them to hold 
the shares, so long as they have shares under their control 
and available to perform their specific contracts with their 
customers when called upon to do so. But the offer of the 
defendant is broad enough even to cover this view of the 
broker’s relation to his client. The words used in the offer 
are the same words employed by courts in speaking of the 
duty of brokers, and should be construed in the same way. 
I, therefore, concur in the reversal of the judgment.” 

This decision of the Appellate Division comes to this. 
A stock broker is liable for conversion of a customer’s securi- 
ties carried on a margin by pledging them for the benefit of 
his own business, mingling them with other securities, and 
obtaining loans thereon for a greater amount than the in- 
debtedness of the customer on account of the purchase of the 
securities, and without retaining in his possession other se- 
curities of a like kind and amount. 

This, while a narrow interpretation of ‘the phrase, “under 
his control” in the rule which compels a stockbroker to keep 
on hand or under his control securities purchased for a cus- 
tomer on a margin, or a like amount of the same kind, is log- 
ically deduced from the principles of law upon which this 
rule rests. It is nevertheless opposed to the general practice 
and custom of stockbrokers. If strictly followed by stock- 
brokers it will be difficult for them to do their business con- 
veniently or in some cases, at all. Yet the dangers of neglect- 
ing it are very great when it is considered how friendly juries 
are to customers and how harsh the rule of damages for 





conversion of securities is. The only real safety would seem, 
if practicable, to lie in bringing the usual -way of doing 
business to the customer’s attention and getting his consent to 
his securities being used accordingly. It may also be noted 
that while this decision does not in terms decide that a stock. 
broker may not use securities he is carrying for one customer 
to make delivery for another customer, this customer would 
seem to fall within the general scope of the decision and to be 
thus condemned, unless the stockbroker retains in his pos. 
session other securities of a like kind and amount. 








THE STRUGGLES AND FAILURES OF YOUNG 
ATTORNEYS. 


Fifty Per cent. Drop Out of the Profession, Discouraged, in 
the First Five Years. 








A young man who looks forward to a career highly hon- 
ored in the world, an opportunity for intellectual distinction 
and political fame, a place in society where all his various 
gifts, social, mental, histrionic and moral, will have full play 
studies law. With the law he studies the lives of the great 
lawyers whose names blaze at the top of the profession and 
his imagination catches fire with a hopeful enthusiasm. He 
determines with all the force of his youthful energy to be 
one of these; to have his name in every line of the newspapers 
during the prime of his manhood and to have the history of 
his successful life written to inspire the young men who are 
to come after his death. 

He cannot easily be persuaded to inquire into the lives 
of the lawyers whose history is never written, or to recognize 
that they are far more numerous than those others whose 
struggle was so magnificent and whose triumph -so signal. 
So he equips himself with the law of the Law College and a 
few hundred dollars, and he is ready to fight the great fight 
and win it to climb gloriously up to fame with the invigorating 
breeze blowing down from the heights. And then almost in- 
evitably he makes for himself one of the histories which no 
biographer would write and which no heart-historian would 
choose to write because its kind is so common. 

There are more lawyers than there is business for them 
all to make money and social position on. Then more and more 
eases fall to the man who has already won many, and the 
fledgling in law who has never seen his first case is a long 
way from his second case. The attorney may not advertise, 
he must sit and wait, with his name on the door, and the 
— that believes that everything will come to him who 
waits. 

But all men of intellectual tastes and the habit of high 
respectability want to continue in that intellectuality and re- 
, Spectability. And many with whom neither is a habit, yet 
want to rise to a better level, to become dignified members of 
a dignified profession, with handsome fees received as a reward 
for brilliant work, with a name in the world and a stout prop 
of self-respect. 

For these reasons and many more that agitate the bosoms 
of young men choosing a career in life, fully 60 to 80 per cent. 
of the graduates of the universities and other colleges here 
intend to enter the profession of law and to succeed in it. 
The Supreme Court is adding to the number of attorneys in 
San Francisco at the rate of 200 a year. From 1,200 to 1,500 
attorneys are now practicing in this city. There are 4,718 
civil cases filed at the County Clerk’s office a year, and 1,368 
probate cases, making a total of 6,086. At the most, that makes 
five cases apiece for the attorneys during the year,’or one 
in every two months. Some of these cases are very small. 
Most of the suits of any importance go into the hands of a 
few well-known men. What becomes of the many who, ac- 
cording to the law of averages, get less than five cases a year, 
perhaps none at all? 

The way of the young attorney is hard. Even those who 
in the middle years of life can call themselves successful, 
tramp a rugged road in the first few years, and the most fav- 
ored pass long dry desert patches. 

Those who are not favored and are never sucessful empty 
out of the dignified, highly respectable walks of the profes- 
sion in two ways, either by starving out or by descending to 
mean practices. 

Starving out is a way familiar to many, although it is not 
perhaps called by so ugly a name. Failure, defeat, collapse, 
surrender, these are unpleasant things for a man to admit 
that he has passed through. 

Fifty per cent. of those who pass the Supreme Court ex- 
aminations drop out of the profession within five years, and it 
is gently said of them that they have drifted into other lines 
of business. 

The whole pitiful history of the wasted years is not writ- 
ten or told. The long days waiting behind an office door eat 
their history only into the heart of the young man whose hope 
oozes out drop by drop with the demands for rent that is al- 
ways due and the knocks that never come. 

A young attorney cannot live in a tub while he is waiting 
for business. He must appear prosperous and successful, and 
create confidence and esteem in the breast of his wily client. 
He must get a room in a building whose name creates respect. 
This means $25 or $30 a month. The fittings of his office in the 
most meagre fashion will be $150, and he must have about $100 





worth of books to begin with. He must look clean and dress 
respectably. One of the ways to build up a practice is to 
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have many friends. The wider and the better off his circle 
of acquaintances the more chances the lawyer has of getting 

his first footing in the profession. But social pleasures are 

not free as sunshine to him who runs. A young man who 

wishes at least to appear to have a social popularity must 

spend some money here and there. 

The cost of a man’s mere living is at least $40 a month. 
Sixty-five to seventy-five dollars a month, with some $250 to 
start with, is the minimum expenses for one who would hold 
his own and rise. In the meantime, the business does not walk 
into the office with a rapidity that pays for the outlay. Kind 
friends are apt to have their own attorneys. Others who would 
help the young lawyer have no legal business of any kind. 
Those who do help him throw only a small, occasional bit of 
work in his way, trusting to experienced ability to handle 
their important cases. 

Even the little justice case with a $10 or $20 fee which the 
young attorney may get in this way has to be fought out in 
court before it is won. There may be an abler and more ex- 
perienced attorney on the other side, or the facts of the case 
may be in favor of the opposite side. Every case lost is a 
dangerous setback, just as every case won is a stepping-stone 
to more cases, and an eventual foothold in the profession. 
These petty cases will probably fall in the way of the young 
lawyer only once in two or three months at best, and the 
hacked out cases that every one else has refused will be palmed 
off on him. 

Not 10 per cent. of the young men who start for themselves 
have a capital of $500. Yet even this would be exhausted in 
less than four months. The lawyer who has been in an office 
of his own for four years and now stands just $3,000 behind is 
by no means an isolated case. 

An attorney who seldom or never sees a court, and whose 
clients people only his dreams, will not grow’ more cheerful 
with the flight of years. No wife, no home, no money, no 
fame, no standing in the community, he grows very tired of the 
outlook. Discouragement eats into his system like a slow 
poison. He loses confidence in himself, and comes to think that 
law is an impossibility and he a failure. In this grira mood 
he seeks new pastures, where the corn is not so high, but 
easier to cut. 

Almost every kind of trade, business and profession in the 
State has received recruits from the lawyers who were starved 
out of the profession which they entered when hope was young 
and ambition ran high. With the fluency of tongue which they 
thought would lead them to the Supreme Court of the nation 
and the ability to make the worse appear the better cause in 
which they trained themselves before imaginary juries in chill, 
empty offices, many became canvassers for different trade 
firms. From this some of them have gone on to a more lucra- 
tive, if less intellectually famous, position than that of the 
average successful attorney. From insurance canvassers they 
have become proprietors of an insurance business, or they have 
secured the agency for a large corporation. They have fairly 
flooded into journalism, with a varying professional delight in 
the achievements of the lawyers whose cases they record and 
cynical envy of their opportunities and means of success. 

Many of these hope to get back to their original profession, 
but the memory of their former experience, the first long six 
months when not a client appeared to keep up their spirits, the 
first little case which seemed to open up the way to fortune, 
the second case coming after three months, and the retreat at 
the end of the year, some $1,000 out of pocket, effectually checks 
the impulse to begin again. 

The better class of lawyers will not practice in the police 
courts except in some celebrated case which has many pos- 
sibilities and promises distinction for the lawyers involved in 
it. But many who are concerned chiefly with the idea of mak- 
ing a living are grabbing day and night for all the business the 
police courts afford. They buttonhole every petty offender, and 
ussure him with their trick of persyasion that his only hope is 
to secure their services. They agree to represent him in court 
and save him the disgrace—if he is one of the kind that objects 
to disgrace—and take the bail or anything they can get in re- 
turn. The money is usually paid at once and in advance, al- 
though the fees do not make the lawyer rich. Five or ten 
dollars is the fee for a petty larceny case, and $25 and as much 
more as can be squeezed from the client for small burglary. 
Jewelry, pawn tickets, anything is taken rather than nothing. 

One lawyer made a striking success early in his career by 
clearing the murderer in a case of circumstantial evidence. 
His only fee was the pistol with which the deed had been com- 
mitted. 

Always on the watch, following the movements of the police 
station as a navigator follows his compass, defending vagrants 
with all the power and fight that is in them, practicing usually 

without offices or headquarters, held in small esteem by other 
members of their profession, these police court lawyers man- 
age, after all, only just to make a living. 

As it is contrary to the ethics of the profession for lawyers 
to seek their business, and waiting for it is slow, killing work, 
some of them employ a method which eludes the ethical profes- 
sion and divides their profits. They have their friends out 
seeking the business. The “grafter’—this is the name of the 
officious friend—calls on any one who is discovered to be in 
need of legal advice. A man is run down by a car, for in- 
stance. He has had no need for attorneys before and has no 
reason for choosing one attorney rather than the other. He 
accepts the grafter’s suggestion, and the legal friend behind 
the scene of this little skirmish finds himself engaged for a 
damages suit. 














In such a case the attorney usually tries to get the costs 
beforehand, but if this is impossible he pays them himself, and 
if the case is a good one he takes it on a contingency. If he 
is successful he takes to himself half the amount of the dam- 
ages. Of course, the grafter does not go unpaid. 

One of the particular prizes for a young lawyer is to get 
hold of an estate. The work is plain sailing, simply drawing 
up the necessary papers, etc., and for a $10,000 estate the fee 
reaches the good, round sum of $500. 

The most favored among the many young men who start 
out in this field of work are those who begin as law clerks in 
the offices of some large attorneys. The drift of the office 
which would not be worth the while of the partners of the 
firm falls in the way of the young men in the office. Even 
this is not a royal road, however. The path is a trifle less 
rugged, that is all. 

Of the 50 per cent. who do not give up the struggle, but 
battle on until they have established a practice, the majority 
succeed in making $200 or over a month. Some twenty law- 
yers in San Francisco clear over $5,000 a year; ten clear over 
$10,000, and in the inner circle there are about five attorneys 
here who clear $20,000 a year. Nearly all of the young men 
who come out of the law colleges in the rosy flush of hope see 
themselves comfortably rolling along at the $20,000 eminence. 

A man who has many connections has a chance through 
the cases that are purposely thrown in his way. He has an- 
other chance if he has the merit to win these cases, and a 
third, large chance, if he has enough capital to afford to wait. 

Even so, luck plays a part in the affairs of attorneys as 
well as of other men. There is sometimes a turning of the 
tide that does veritably lead to fortune. 

One lawyer of this State waited four years after graduat- 
ing from the university without making any conspicuous suc- 
cess. His law business, helped out by miscellaneous news- 
paper work, brought him an income of from $50 to $100 a 
month—just enough to live on, with nothing to spare for super- 
fluities. 

Then the tide turned. A man came to him one day with 
the story of a claim to a large estate. He took up the case on 
contingency, won it and received just half the value of the 
holding—$100,000 cash. 

With part of this $100,000 he took the luxury of a vacation 
in Europe. There he accidentally met Walker Blaine. The 
two men formed a friendship—purely of a social nature—and 
drifted apart, each returning to his own home. 

Shortly after Walker Blaine was appointed Assistant Secre- 
tary of State. Three months later, to his own great surprize, 
the Californian was appointed attorney for the Government in 
some prize cases in South America, with a fee of $60,000. He 
now has $200,000 in the bank and a prominent place in local 
politics.—San Francisco Bulletin. 








THE BROTHERHOOD OF LAWYERS. 


An impromptu response by G. W. Davis of Saginaw, Mich., 
at the banquet of July meeting of the Michigan 
State Bar Association. 





Mr. Toastmaster and gentlemen of the Michigan Bar Asso- 
ciation: When I sat down at this table and took up the menu 
and saw in the programme of toasts my name to the toast, “The 
Brotherhood of Lawyers,” I thought the printers had made a 
mistake, or that the persons in charge of the proof-reading 
had, but more probably, it was the programmer, for this after- 
noon I saw a list of the subjects and the names of the persons 
who were to respond to toasts, and the subject that I am now 
called upon to address myself to, was therein assigned to 
Brother Wanty. However, I will excuse the mistake and un- 
dertake to say a few words upon this subject, for I remember 
that Jesus said a long time ago, ‘““Woe unto you, lawyers,” but I 
presume by saying, “you lawyers,” that he had particular ref- 
erence to the lawyers then before him, and that the persons 
present upon this occasion were not included, but the reasons 
then given by him indicate that the brotherhood of lawyers were 
then bound together and in accord with each other, though 
their conduct was not so laudable. He said, “you heap heavy 
burdens upon men, but will not so much as lift them with 
the ends of your fingers.” I have heard it stated that St. 
Paul was a lawyer, or, at any rate, that he was a man learned 
in the law, and as illustrative of the brotherly feeling he had 
toward lawyers and the kindly regard entertained for them 
by that able and saintly personage, we read in his letter to 
Titus his request to him to bring with him Zena, the lawyer, 
and to see that nothing is lacking for this comfort. 

I am glad that in the make-up of this subject it has been 
made so broad. “The brotherhood of lawyers.” It is not lim- 
ited in its language to the lawyers of this State or nation, nay, 
it extends, as I apprehend it was intended to, to all the world, 
and well it may, for it is true that there is a unity of feeling 
among the members of this profession the world over, and there 
is a noticeable regard for the same things, and an inclination to 
indulge in similar habits of thought and action, nor is it to be 
wondered at, for its members attended the same law schools, 
listened to the same lectures, delivered in many instances by 
the same persons, and they have read the same text books, and 
thus they came to think alike, to view things from the same 
standpoint, and naturally they have come to admire the same 
rules of human conduct, so that whatever field of duty they 
are called upon to fill, they naturally admire and strive to 
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maintain the same standards of rights, and in the enactment 
of statute lews they also wield a mighty influence, for they 
are in many instances members of the law-making bodies of 
the State and nation, and they are generally the leading spirits 
in the formation and enactment of the statutes, which, though 
enacted in different countries to govern different people, are 
very similar, by reason of the teaching and instruction before 
mentioned. Not only that, but they seek to have the laws ad- 
ministered in the same way, so that this great brotherhood 
of lawyers, by its unity of thought and action, wield a mighty 
influence in the world toward the accomplishment of the work 
of making, in fact, of all men one great brotherhood. And 
this calls to my mind an account written by members of the 
profession who had visited the courts in British India, wherein 
he stated that the practice in the courts of that country is 
very similar to our own. Thus, we may see the mighty influ- 
ence of this brotherhood in the work of civilizing the world. 
And we should not overlook the fact that the members of this 
brotherhood also constitute the courts, so that they not 
only participate in the making of the laws, but they construe 
the laws enacted and apply them to tthe every-day affairs of 
life: that is to say, the judges are lawyers, and every member 
of the bar is an officer of the court, and no other people are so 
linked with the formal part of the government of the State 
and nation as the members of this profession, and that being 
so, every member should endeavor to assist as best he can 
in making and maintaining good government, and in extending 
the influence, power and usefulness of this great brotherhood, 
to the end that the utmost of the blessings which it has the 
power to confer may be vouchsafed to all its members, and 
through them, to the world of mankind. 


The hour is late, and I will detain you no longer. You will 
excuse me. 








THE LIFE AND SERVICES OF JOHN DOE. 


By JUDGE JOHN HUNT, San Francisco, in response to a 
toast at a lawyers’ dinner. 








As Hippocrates is honored as the founder of medicines, so 
John Doe is esteemed as the apostle of litigation. 


Paeans to his praise have been sung with equal fervor by 
legal acolytes in justices’ courts and by the high priests of 
the law, who in its greater temples, keep the fire of litigation, 
like vestal flame, forever burning. 

How many suitors, under the inspiration of this honored 
name, have been incited to deeds of litigation, and either 
partially ruined by losing a case, or completely ruined by win- 
ning one. For is it not recorded that when the intelligent but 
litigiously inclined citizen hesitateth as to the expediency of 
paying a lawyer $10 for the possibility of collecting $5, and the 
probability of losing $15, what name is more efficient where- 
with to conjure his unwilling purse, or whet his almost blunted 
purpose than the name of the revered Doe. 

What though a grateful but impecunious bar have failed 
to erect in his honor stately columns and figures of marble, 
his name shall ever endure in the grander columns and figures 
of the bill of costs. 

What wonder that the names of those reporters who have 
recorded his occasional triumphs and manifold defeats, the 
names of Jewb & Syme, Godbolt, Skinner, and De Gex & Smale 
are as household words upon our lips? What law student who 
has ever read for the first and likewise the last time those legal 
treasures of the past, can fail to recall the leading case of 
John Doe v. Omnes, an action of ejectment, brought by John 
to recover possession of the earth, with damages for its use 
‘and occupation. 

Perhaps the most succinct and interesting report of that 
entertaining case is in Bacon’s extracts, though many prefer 
Pond’s extract. Quoth Bacon, in the former treatise, “After 
hearing the argument in this case, the Court as usual, divided; 
but the judges, while they fail to agree upon every other point 
involved, were unanimous in the conclusion that defendant 
snould pay all the costs.’’ Thus Doe established the great prin- 
ciple of law, which has since stood as the very corner stone 
of its temple, viz., the obligation of unsuccessful suitors to pay 
all costs. 

An author, whose name is, to the speaker, unkhown, in his 
“Commentaries on the life of John Doe,” a work which is not 
yet in print, informs us that prior to the age of eight years 
John Doe gave no evidence of the possession of extraordinary 
ability, and that he never gave such evidence afterward. From 
which circumstance he argues that in the early stage of his 
existence, Doe was slow to rise. However this may be, it is 
certain that the days of his youth were full of minor events; 
and that he spent most of his time in court, rather than in 
alleys. 

The first action wherein Doe appeared as a litigant was in 
the celebrated case of Doe v. Kid, wherein it appeared that the 
defendant promised that he would whip him, the said Doe, as 
soon as he caught him coram non judice, or outside of court. 
The defendant kept his word, and Doe sued him in trover for 
keeping it when he had given it to him. In that case the 


court held, by a bare majority, that if Doe got well he would 
recover. 

In the equally important case of Doe on the demise of 
Buck v. Winchester, one of the most important rulings in the 
history of litigation was made in the Court of Exchequer 
Chamber, but what that ruling was I have now forgotten. 











So strong within him was the spirit of litigation that when, 
upon one occasion, he suffered almost fatal injuries in a rail- 
road accident, not satisfied with the damages he sustained, he 
immediately sued to recover more damages. 

When this illustrious man instituted an action in ejectment 
it was customarily entitled “Doe on the demise of A or B”’ y. 
So and So. The word “demise” as here employed means lease. 

I make this explanation for the benefit of undertakers, re- 
porters and the junior members of the bar, who have hereto- 
fore supposed, from the use of this word “demise,” that Doe 
never sued a defendant until some one had died. 

Cities have made rival claims to the birthplace of Homer, 
but nations have vied with each other in claiming to be the 
fatherland of our illustrious subject. Italy, the land of music 
and of song, through its great Neopolitan writer, El Dago, as- 
serts that Doe came of a musical family of note, and that 
his progeny was Do of the musical scale. The Feejee Islands 
have made a persistent, but illy supported claim, as the scene 
of his birthplace, but some of the greatest biographical writers 
of the age have exploded this claim by proving that no native 
of the Feejee Islands ever had a suit. Ireland has claimed him 
as her own. A great Irish historian, whose name I cannot pro- 
nounce, records that Doe’s real patronymic was Doherty, which 
subsequently degenerated into Doe when he was naturalized 
in New York; that among his ancestry was the well-known 
“Against,” who begat “Forninst,”” who begat ‘“Versus,”” who 
begat “‘Doe.”’ 

The muse of biography weeps to record the fact that much 
of the honor erstwhile associated with the name of Doe, has, in 
modern times been dimmed, from its dishonorable use by per- 
petrators of crime, and petty offenders against justice; for, 
while in ye olden time this name appeared only in civil suits, 
it now finds its greatest publicity in the criminal news of the 
day, wherein we read that John Doe was found drunk on the 
streets, or that he had burglarized a church, or garroted a 
citizen or has beaten his wife. 

It is, indeed, a sad reflection upon the law that the name 
of the great apostle of litigation should be thus desecrated with 
impunity; for while the law, in theory, affords a remedy for 
every wrong, in practice it often results that its remedies, like 
those in medicine, fail to operate. 

At some date about which the mists of historical doubt 
still linger, John Doe seems to have wedded Jane Doe. This 
union was fruitful of suits, but it is not known that it was 
productive of children. While John Doe was successful in 
raising issues of law, “e never seems to have developed an issue 
in fact. The domestic life of the Does, both of the male or buck 
Doe, anu of the female or doe Doe, seems to have been unruf- 
fled hy litigation between themselves; at least, no report records 
any divorce suit instituted by John against Jane, neither did 
the latter ever sue him for separate maintenance, nor was John 
ever compelled to saw wood in order to pay alimony. 

The lawyers, in referring to this distinguished couple, de- 
light to call them “John Doe et ux,” which means, not that 
John fed on ux, or ate ux, or even liked ux; for ux is the Latin 
for wife. 

Posterity weeps to recall the many defeats which John 
Doe suffered in his bouts with the law. He tested every known 
method of getting out of court; the relentless demurrer, the 
deadly non-suit, the fatal verdict and the dismissed appeal. 
As the law writers of the olden time expressed it, he was fre- 
quently “cast” in his suits, which means that he was unsuc- 
cessful, and not, as is popularly supposed, that he was melted 
down with his clothes on, or run through a foundry furnace. 

Of the personal appearance of John Doe, but little has 
been written. The art galleries in the bar associations of the 
country, which, at the present time, contain more galleries than 
art, furnish us no counterfeit presentiment of his illustrious 
features. 

As long as litigation shall continue to embitter the hearts 
and lighten the purses of litigants; as long as it shall serve 
to furnish honorable occupation and plethoric salaries to the 
incumbents of the official bench; as long as legislation deluges 
us with conflicting statutes and inharmonious laws, as long as 
divided courts multiply conflicting decisions, and as long as the 
names of Plaintiff and Defendant shall be heard throughout 
the land, so long shall the name of John Doe endure. Let us 
trust that posterity, in contemplating his life, his character 
and his services, shall say of him, in the words of another: 
“Let us remember his virtues, if he had any; and forget his 
vices, if we can.” 








THE LEGALI1Y OF THE ARREST AND TRIAL 
OF JESUS. 


By DANIBPL B. TURNEY, A M., of Birds, Ill. 
(Twice nominee of the Prohibition party for Judge of the 
Supreme Court of the State of Iowa.) 








I have carefully read the address of Judge Gaynor, en- 
titled “Arrest and Trial of Jesus Viewed from a Legal Stand- 
point,”’ and beg leave to submit a rejoinder. I have also had 
the pleasure of beholding Munckacsy’s great painting of ‘Christ 
before Pilate.” I also saw the same in life-size wax figures at 
the time of the Chicago Exposition. Pilate sits as procurator, 
with Jesus standing before him awaiting sentence or libera- 
tion. Judge Gaynor’s article fails to convince me that the rep- 
resentation is not true to fact. He says: ‘No such scene could 
have occurred in a Roman court.” Why not? If Judge Gaynor 
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could read a true description of some of the actual experiences 
of Western tribunals, he might exclaim: “No, indeed, that 
cannot be true. No such scene could occur in any court in 
the United States.” But facts always weigh more than theo- 
ries. The Roman procurator was a judicial officer. Judge 
Gaynor says: “Jesus was tried before the great Jewish council 
and court, called the Sanhedrim.” The proof of this assertion 
seems to be somewhat difficult to secure. He says: “There was 
no such thing as a sole judge in Israel. ‘Be not a sole judge, 
for there is no sole judge but One,’ was the law.” That quo- 
tation I cannot verify. It does not occur in the Hebrew Scrip- 
tures, and if it occurs in any targum, Judge Gaynor should 
furnish the reference. Probably it is incorrect. 

There is another point at which the article of Judge Gay- 
nor is open to serious criticism. He says: “It seems to be gen- 
erally conceded that the passage concerning Him (Jesus) in 
Josephus is a spurious interpolation, styling him, as it does, 
‘a doer of wonderful works,’ and even averring that ‘he was 
the Christ,’ and that ‘when Pilate, at the suggestion of the 
principal men among us, had condemned Him to the cross.’ 
He appeared ‘alive again the third day, as the divine prophets 
had foretold these and 10,000 other wonderful things concern- 
ing him.’” (Antiquities, Book 18, Chapter 3, sub. 3.) 

The very reverse is the fact. 

First—The passage in Josephus appears to be genuine. It 
occurs In every manuscript of his works, as well as in every 
printed edition. How could a “spurious interpolation” do that? 
« Second—The passage is quoted from Josephus by Eusebius, 
the father of ecclesiastical historians, and by other writers 
equally ancient; but no ancient author pronounced it spurious. 

Third—The words of the passage have the impress of Jo- 
sephus. They are stamped with his style. 

Judge Gaynor, however, remarks: “It does not seem that 
Josephus could have written anything like this. It bears the 
impress and has the sound of a much later date.” Why does 
it not seem that Josephus could have written it? Where is the 
proof that it bears the impress of any later date? If the 
Judge had any proof on this point, it is unfortunate that he 
failed to submit, for consideration. 

The charge that a passage is a “spurious interpolation” 
counts for nothing in the absence of proof. To sustain such 
a charge requires some proof, as either the production of a 
manuscript which does not contain the passage or the pro- 
duction of some ancient work which assails the genuineness 
of the passage. Having neither of these, Judge Gaynor has 
no real ground for even trying to impeach the passage in 
Josephus. 

He declares: “All that is left is the passage in Tacitus 
which, after telling how Nero, in order to divert the rumor 
that he himself had set fire to Rome, accused the Christians 
of it, and tortured many of them to death, states that ‘Christus, 
the founder of that name, was put to death as a criminal by 
Pontius Pilate,’ but that his ‘pernicious superstition’ broke 
out again ‘not only through Judea, where the mischief orig- 
inated, but through the city of Rome also, whither all things 
horrible and disgraceful flow, from all quarters, as to a 
common receptacle.’” (Annals, Book 15, sub. 44.) 

The Judge makes no comment on the testimony of Tacitus, 
which, by the way, accords with Munckacsy’s theory that 
Jesus was condemned to death by Pilate. The argument which 
he presents is skillfully drawn and well written, but it pro- 
ceeds upon assumptions which lack evidence. It is an at- 
tempt to relieve Pilate of some of the odium which rests upon 
his name, and is, in some measure, with most readers, quite 
successful. I differ from the Judge in a few points: , 

First—The Sanhedrim had not jurisdiction in a capital case, 
and Pilate had. 

Second—The mob did influence the verdict. 

Third—The Scriptural representations bear out the idea of 
the transaction which Munckacsy got into his famous painting. 








REFORM IN JUSTICES’ COURTS. 


Editor “American Lawyer:”’ 


In the current number of the “Docket,” the editor, after 
mentioning my article on the above subject in the October 
“Lawyer,” objects to my position, that as justices’ court are an 
integral part of our judicial system, the bar of a State should 
know better than any class of people of the merits and de- 
merits of that system, and that whatever change, if any, is 
necessary to the improvement of that part of our judicial meth- 
ods, such an organization is better qualified to suggest it than 
is any other. The “Docket” does not question that there are 
many repulsive features in our justices’ system, for it in- 
forms us that there “is now, in Pennsylvania, a magistrates’ 
association, recently organized, * * * with the express pur- 
pose of righting such wrongs as exist.” It believes that this 
association is “able to cope with them better than is the Bar 
Association.” Now, the “Docket” is the organ of the Magis- 
trates’ Association. It is published, more especially, for jus- 
tices and Aldermen, and it appears to be an excellent medium 
for those officers. The very fact that such officers are im- 
portant enough in Pennsylvania to warrant the publication of 
a magazine directly for their information justifies us in think- 
ing that the “Docket” will herald with satisfaction any leg- 
islation which will raise the standard of these courts. Why, 
then, should we not look upon the “Docket” as a coadjutor 
to this end? It admits the evils (outlined by the “American 
Lawyer”) so emphatically that the “Docket’s’” patrons have 














formed an organization, one of whose objects is to deal with 
them as they deserve. It com 
whieh tis Eauteaaen a plains only of the channel through 


hall be asked to grant the required reme- 
dies. But, neither the “American Lawyer” nor its correspond- 
ents, in dealing with the general subject, have taken the posi- 
tion that if the reform contended for is to come, it shall come 


through a bar association or not at all. Such a position would 
be puerile in the extreme, and would 
stance to the shadow. a Se ee 


if Pennsylvania possesses a magistrates’ association which 
can reach the ear of the Legislature better than the bar of 
the State, then in reference to this matter it ought to, and 
will doubtless, find in the State bar a zealous coadjutor. 

But men, as a rule, do not ask for legislation to reform 
themselves. They usually assume that there is no need for 
this, since we do not see ourselves as others see us, and rare 
indeed is the instance of any officer advocating such legal meas- 
ures as must inevitably lead to his office becoming defunct, and 
his fees or his salary a matter only of past history. If the 
reforms in the justice court system contended for by the “Amer- 
ican Lawyer” and its correspondents become legal facts, they 
must materially affect the Magistrates’ Association in Penn- 
sylvania in the particulars mentioned. 

How far such a contingency would influence it in this mat- 
ter is not for me to say, since I do not pretend to know any- 
thing of the workings of the justices’ court in that State. 

I have not singled out any particular State as more than 
any other needing the vital changes in question. I have as- 
sumed that the individuality of the justices’ system is prac- 
tically the same in most, if not all, the States. 

This is not an unreasonable assumption, since this part of 
our judicial status is, apart from the name, purely an American 
growth. One State has copied from another, until this indi- 
ne has become practically universal throughout the 

nion. 

We repeat the question, What class of men know better than 
lawyers the workings of this system, or, rather, feature of our 
jurisprudence, the justices’ court? Will the “Docket” still insist 
that the bar of Pennsylvania, than whom no Snate has a 
higher standard of legal learning and few as brilliant a his- 
tory, knows less than an association, which, according to the 
“Docket’s” own admission, is but an infant of days, as to what 
should be the features of an essential part of its judicial meth- 
ods? Shades of Rawle, of Gibson, of Binney and of Sharswood, 
come not hither! 

We say nothing, nor do we think anything derogatory to 
the “Docket’s’”’ assurance of the high character of the associa- 
*ion it represents. But, granting all it says on this head, we 
still think that the bar of the State of Pennsylvania stands — 
upon the higher vantage ground of observation than the as- 
sociation does in this particular, and that its influence in ask- 
ing for recognition by the Legislature will be stronger than 
that of the other. 

Whether the bar of that State considers the subject of suf- 
ficient importance te engage its attention I do not know. 

But of this I feel assured, that not until it bestirs itself 
will the matter be in the way for legislative action. 

Union City, Mich. G. STYLES. 








COLUMBIA'S NEW LIBRARY. 





With a shelving and storage capacity of nearly 2,000,000 
volumes, the new Columbia University Library, New York city, 
takes rank among the foremost in the world. Not only in 
respect to book capacity is its prominence thus signalized, but 
in beauty of architecture and grandeur of proportion. 

The young men who are so fortunate as to begin their 
studies next week in the magnificent new buildings above 
Morningside Park will possess the finest possible facilities for 
comfortable study. It is a treat to go through the new library. 
One’s admiration would not cease from repeated visits, while 
the satisfaction of pursuing one’s studies beneath the lofty and 
gracefully arched dome, will be among the pleasantest remi- 
niseences of the future Columbia students. This million-dol- 
lar building is the gift of President Seth Low, and it is one 
that the entire city can be proud of, for it will rank among 
the most worthy sight-seeing places in New York. 

Workmen are still busily engaged in the interior, which, 
although sufficiently complete for library use next week, will 
not be entirely finished in every detail for at least two months 
to come. It will be fully a month before the electric lights are 
in and evening openings begin, although this latter point is 
not yet definitely settled, and it may be, for the time being, 
that the library will not be open during the evening at all. 
The majestic entrance to the building will require some time 
to complete. A broad expanse of steps leads gradually up to 
the vest*bule, which is entered through ten lofty columns of 
Indiane iimestone, surmounted by Ionic capitals. High above 
is the following inscription, cut in large letters, which is 
easily discernible from the street: 

Kings College Founded in the Province of New York 
By Royal Charter in the Reign of George Il. 
Perpetuated as Columbia College by the People of New York 
When They Became Free and Independent. 
Maintained and Cherished from Generation to Generation 
For the Advancement of the Public Good and the Glory of 
Almighty God. 
Beyond the Ionic columns in the vestibule are two enor- 
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mous and exquisite marble columns of royal Irish green, and 
beyond these will be lofty steel gates opening into the reading 


room. A ‘broad corridor surrounds the reading room, which is 
flanked on four sides by four massive columns, richly polished, 
of granite from Ascutney, Vt., their deep green color appear- 
ing at first more like marble than granite. Gilt Ionic capitals 
surrmount them, and, towering high above all, is the delicate- 
ly rounded dome, its interior colored in soft blue. From its 
centre is suspended a huge white ball, which will reflect the 
light thrown upon it from eight large arc lights to be placed 
at four opposite corners below the dome. 

The large floor space beneath the dome will be the main 
reading room, and will have accommodations for 240 persons. 
Between the four lofty columns on the four sides will be placed 
‘book stacks, resting on bases of red Numidian marble. These 
book shelves will be run up to a height of from twelve to fifteen 
feet, and contain about 10,000 volumes, which will ‘be the ref- 
erence library. From the corridor, beyond the main room, are 
separate rooms, which will be devoted to special library sub- 
jects.. One of these rooms, beautifully finished in oak, will be 
devoted exclusively to the law library, and it will be fitted 
with tables similar to the large room. 

A special librarian has been engaged for the law library— 
William H. Switzer—who for some time has been assistant li- 
brarian to the bar association. He will have three assistants. 
A similar room at another end of the corridor will contain the 
Avery architectural library, consisting of about 15,000 volumes, 
and the most perfect library of its kind in this country. E. R. 
Smith, who has been one of the Columbia assistants for some 
time, will have special supervision of this room. 

Up-stairs are similar rooms for special subjects, three or 
four being particularly large, with accommodations for over 
100,000 ‘books each. One which is already filled with books is 
devoted entirely to philosophy and literature. The book stacks 
are worthy of special inspection, for none like them have ever 
been seen in use before. They are of the very latest pattern, 
being of sheet steel riveted on cast-iron frames, with adjust- 
able shelves. Spaces are cast in all the uprights at distances 
of one inch, so the shelves can be changed easily to suit any 
book size. The beautiful Phoenix Library will be placed in 
one of the four open balconies looking over the main reading 
room. The Phoenix collection contains between four and five 
thousand volumes. 

Beneath the main room are large storage rooms, where 
many thousand volumes can be stored, and a corridor, with 
adjoining offices, extends around this basement, or cellar por- 
tion. There are separate and convenient rooms for the librari- 
ans, where the cataloguing, classifying and other details at- 
tendant upon a great library can be satisfactorily conducted. * 
George ‘H. Baker, the Columbia librarian, is highly pleased 
with the new library and its perfect arrangements, and he has 
been busily at work all Summer superintending the removal of 
the 200,000 volumes from the old building, and seeing that they 
are properly arranged in their new quarters. All of the books 
have not yet been taken from the Madison Avenue Library, but 
another month will find everything in smooth running condi- 
tion. -The staff will remain practically the same. It consists 
of forty workers, and a new assistant has just been added, J. 
F. Gerould, a graduate of Dartmouth, and formerly assistant 
librarian in the General Theological Seminary. 








NOTES OF CASES. 


Memphis iawyers have breught suit in Dresden, Weakly 
County, Tenn., for damages for defamation of character al- 
leged to be contained in an eptiaph cut in a tombstone. Such 
a cause of action is probably unparalleled; nevertheless, the 
wording on this tombstone is such as is seldom seen in a 
graveyard. The parties reside near Martin, Weakly County. 
In December, 1896, L. B. Cate was shot and killed by Bill Pen- 
ick. Penick was tried on the charge of murder, and was de- 
fended by the same lawyers now acting for him in this civil 
suit. He was acquitted on the plea of self-defense. The par- 
ents of the deceased thought to honor his memory by erecting 
a suitable tombstone over his grave, and by having cut in mar- 
ble a legend setting forth the circumtsances of his taking off. 
The following is the eptiaph: 


i By, oon.of J. C. and L. 3. Cata : 
: born April 10, 1870. Married Lily Free- : 
: man December 21, 1887; was shot and : 
: killed by Bill Penick December 11, : 
: 1896; caused by Penick swearing a lie : 
: on Cate’s wife. Aged 26 years 8: 
: months and 1 day. : 


It is alleged by Penick that this was exposed to public gaze 
in the yard of the tombstone maker for quite awhile before it 
was ereceted over the grave of the deceased Cate. The com- 
plainant sues both the sculptor and the father of the deceased 
for $10,000 damages. 


Right of Creditors to Inspect Assignor’s Books.—The Ap- 
pellate Division (N. Y.), in an opinion by Justice Williams, has 
unanimously upheld an order made at Special Term of the 
Supreme Court, on the petition of the H. Herman Lumber 
Company, compelling the assignee of R. Rothschild’s Sons 
Company to allow creditors to make an inspection and ex- 
amination of the books and papers of the assignor. The as- 
signee claimed that such an order could only be made upon 








its appearing that such inspection and examination were neces- 
sary for some purpose disclosed in the papers upon which the 
order ‘was made. The Court holds, however, that the intention 
of the Legislature, by that provision in the Assignment act, 
was to provide that a creditor might at any and all times in- 
spect and examine the books and papers of the assignor. “The 
assignee is not appointed,” Justice Williams says, “to protect 
or shield the debtor, or to secrete his affairs from his creditors. 
The business of the assignor in the hands of his assignee 
should be thrown open to the examination of the creditors, in 
order that they may be able to examine and see whether there 
has been any dishonesty in making the assignment, whether 
any property has been improperly disposed of or withheld from 
the assignment, and whether the assignment is valid or in- 
valid. Neither the assignor nor the assignee should be per- 
mitted to refuse an inspection or examination, without any 
reason being alleged, and thus prevent the creditors from sat- 
isfying themselves as to the honesty of the assignment.” 


Testimony as to Permanepcy of Injuries.—Margaret Maher's 
suit against the New York Central and Hudson River Railroad 
Company for injuries received from the sudden starting of a 
train while she was alighting at the county line station, in 
Orleans County, N. Y., resulted, on the second trial, in judg- 
ment in plaintiff's favor, and that judgment has been affirmed 
by the Fourth Appellate Division. A non-suit was directed 
on the first trial, it being determined, as matter of law, that 
the plaintiff was guilty of contributory negligence in attempt- 
ing to leave the train in the manner she did. On appeal it 
was held that a question of fact in that regard was presented 
by the evidence, which should have been submitted to the jury, - 
and a new trial was ordered. The Court held on the second 
appeal, by Justice Adams (Justice Green dissenting), that the 
evidence, which was substantially the same as upon the first 
trial, clearly justified the conclusion that defendant’s train did 
not stop at the station which was plaintiff's destination, a suf- 
ficient length of time to enable her to alight, and that in start- 
ing under he circumstances stated, the company’s employees 
were unmindful of the obligations they were under to the 
passenger. The jury’s verdict holding there was no contribu- 
tory negligence was upheld. The Court held that a physician 
who examined the injured person and had testified that in his 
opinion she was suffering from spinal irritation, might give 
his judgment as to whether the difficulty would prove perma- 
nent, and what effect upon the system it would have, and 
might describe the probable effect, such as “nausea and vomit- 
ing, and also disturbed action of the heart, faintness, weak 
and irregular pulse, pallor of the skin,” etc. Such evidence was 
not mere conjecture, but expressed the deliberate judgment of 
a man of science, based upon actual observation or experience, 
as to results and conditions which might naturally and ordi- 
narily be anticipated. Where a witness has testified upon a 
subject which was material to the issue, it was held to be com- 
petent to prove prior declarations made by him which were 
inconsistent with and contradictory of his testimony given upon 
the trial, even though the impeaching evidence might inciden- 
tally have some bearing upon the main question. 








DECISIONS OF COURTS OF LAST RESOR?7. 


A contract by attorneys at law for services to. prevent the 
finding of an indictment is held, in Weber v. Shay (Ohio), 37 
L, R.A. 230, to be illegal and void, irrespective of their belief 
in the guilt of the accused. 


A cause of actiop for personal injuries resulting from neg- 
ligence is held, in Lehmann v. Deuster (Wis.), 37 L. R. A. 333, 
to be assignable under statutes which provide for the survival 
of actions for damages to the person. 


On the dissolution of a partnership by the death of a mem- 
ber, real estate is held, in Steinberg v. Larkin (Kan.), 37 L. R. 
A. 195, to be regarded as personal property for the purpose of 
closing up the business, and on a settlement it may pass to the 
surviving partner without any formal conveyance. 


Nominal damages only are held, in Lowe v. Turpie (Ind.), 37 
L. R. A. 233, to be recoverable for breach of a contract to loan 
money or to advance money to pay off debts and liens, al- 
though, as a result of such breach, the liens are foreclosed and 
the property subject thereto is lost. 


The presentment of a note to a receiver of the bank at 
which it was made payable is held, in Hutchison v. Crutcher 
(Tenn.), 37 L. R. A., 89, to be properly made at the place 
where the receiver is executing his trust, if that is known, 
although it is not the place at which the bank is located, where 
both are in the same city. 

A member of a club who shares in a “takeout” or percent- 
age of the winnings of gambling which the club receives from 
the games played there, and in which he, to some extent, acts 
as manager, is held, in White v. Wilson (Ky.), 37 L. R. A. 197, 
to be such a joint wrongdoer with the winner that he cannot 
recover on a note for money loaned for use in the game. 


The silence of one-half the members of a City Council 
when a vote to confirm an officer is taken is held, in State, ex 
rel. Young, v. Yates (Mont.), 37 L. R. A. 205, to be equivalent 
to an assent which renders the Mayor’s casting vote unneces- 
sary, or at least as a vote in opposition, which entitles him to 
give a casting vote in support of the vote of the other mem- 
bers in favor of the confirmation. 
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ABATEMENT AND REVIVAL. aie 


The assignment pendante lite of the chose in action it is the 
subject of the suit, is not ground for abatement where 
the assignor agrees to continue the suit for the as- 
signee’s benefit. Drouilhet v. Pinckard (Tex. Civ. App.), 
2 8. W. 135. 

A cause of action for personal injury resulting from a 
leaky roof will survive the death of the landlord. Ste- 
phen v. Woodruff, 18 App. Div. 625, N. Y.; 45 N. Y. Supp. 
(79 St. Rep.) 712. 

ADVERSE POSSESSION. 

The statute held not to stop running in defendant's favor 
until he was actually made a party to the suit for the 
land. Cable v. Jackson (Tex. Civ. App.), 42 S. W. 136. 

To produce a bar by possession under the statute, where 
there are interfering laps under conveyances, there must 
be an actual possession of some part of the land in dis- 
pute. C. O’Dell v. Swaggerty (Tenn. Ch. App.), 42 8S. W. 
175. 

The grazing of cattle is not sufficient adverse use to sup- 
port the statute of limitations. Vineyard v. Brundrett 
(Tex. Civ. App.), 42 S. W. 232. 

Where the action is begun within the period of limitation, 
defendant can acquire the right by adverse possession 
pending the action. Brion v. Robrecht (Cal.), 50 Pac. 


689. 
APPEAL AND ERROR. 

Exceptions in equity cases cannot be brought to the law 
court before final hearing. City of Bath v. Palmer (N. 
C.) 38 Atl. 365. 

Where the instructions 
judgment based on the verdict will be set aside. 
vy. Cook (Kan. App.) 50 Pac. 464. 

Non-joinder of parties defendant cannot be first urged on 
appeal. Greene v. Jarvis (Tenn. Ch. App.), 42 S. W. 165 

Where parties consent that an instrument shall be intro- 
duced as a chattel mortgage, they cannot urge on ap- 
peal that the mortgage was not duly executed. Hughes 
vy. Edisto Express Shingle Co. (S. C.), 28 S. E. 2. 

On appeal in foreclosure suit the Appellate Court will order 
taxes to be paid from proceeds of sale. Dunn v. Dunn 
(Tenn. Sup.), 42 8. W. 259. . 


— EN) ee 


of the court are disregarded, a 
Morse 


& merce ——— 








Questions of law decided on appeal are res judicata on a 
second appeal. Schmidt v. First Nat. Bank (Col. App.), 
50 Pac. 733. 

ASSIGNMENTS FOR BENEFIT OF CREDITORS. 

An assignment valid in Ohio will pass a debt due in Indi- 
ana, where the evidence of the debt is delivered to the 
assignee, such delivery being a sufficient taking of pos- 
session by him. Union Sav. Bank & Trust Co. v. In- 
dianapolis Lounge Co. (Ind. App.), 47 N. E. 846. 

A surety who might be compelled to pay the principal debt 
held not a creditor of the principal within the rule that 
to constitute an assignment for the benefit of creditors 
there must be a trust in favor of a creditor. F. Doh- 
men Co. v. Vogel (Wis.), 72 N. W. 380. 

Where the exemptions are reserved in general terms, the 
debtor’s selection is in time, if it does not delay as- 
signee in discharge of duties. Lazarus v. Camden Nat. 
Bank (Ark.), 42 S. W. 412. 

Fact that in assignment a failing merchant has preferred 
his wife and son-in-law is not such a circumstance as to 
require the assignee to inquire into the good faith of 
such debts before accepting the trust. Noble v. Warthy 
(Indian Ter.), 42 S. W. 431. 

ATTACHMENT. 

An attaching creditor becoming a co-plaintiff with a priur 
attaching creditor, under laws 1894, pp. 42, 43, is estopped 
to claim a prior lein as against the latter. Rouss v. 
Wallace (Col. App.), 50 Pac. 366. 

Attachment may issue against the principal of a note alone, 
though there is a surety thereon amply able to pay. 
Richardson v. Probst (la.), 72 N. W. 521. 

In attachment for goods sold, where a part of the claim 
is admitted, it is error to enter judgment for defendant 
on payment of the amount in dispute without a re- 
troxit on the attachment bond. Moffitt-Wist Drug Co. 
vy. Lyneman (Col. App.), 50 Pac. 736. 

BANKS AND BANKING. 

Payment to the president of a bank outside the usual course 
of business which the bank does not receive and from 
which it derives no benefit, is not payment to the bank. 
Tulley v. Citizens’ State Bank (Ind. App.), 47 N. E. 850. 

A time deposit, payable with interest, is within the statute 
prohibiting an insolvent bank from receiving a deposit. 
State v. Boomer (Ia.), 72 N. W. 424. 

Where defendant indorsed a draft to a bank, and it was 
placed to his credit, but the draft was protested, and 
returned to defendant, and he afterward collected it. 
held that the proceeds were his own. Pickering v. Cam- 
eron (Ia.), 72 N. W. 447. 

A bank deposit may be assigned by parol.- Oppenheimer v. 
First Nat. Bank (Mont.), 50 Pac. 419. 

A bank is presumed to know what its president knows only 
when he acts within the scope of his agency. Knob- 
loch v. Germania Sav. Bank (S. C.), 27 S. E. 962. 

Acceptance by a bank of realty transferred to it by a 
stockholder to cover an impairment of its capital stock, 
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x, not ultra vires. Brown v. Bradford (Ia.), 72 N. W. 


A bank holding a mortgage against a depositor cannot 
apply the deposit in payment or reduction of the mort- 


gage debt. McKean v. German American Sav. Bank 
(Cal.), 50 Pac. 666. 


BILLS AND NOTES. 


An agreement by the owner of a note with the maker to 
a tp hae of — for a definite period without 
consent of indorser scharges him. Tanner v. 

(Ga.) 27 S. E. 938. at ogg 

A note payable to the maker’s order had on the back of 
it the following: “Pay to the order of to whom” 
we guarantee payment, etc. The names of the payees 
were signed below the guaranty, held an ind6rsement. 
Byers v. Bellan Price Inv. Co. (Col. App.), 50 Pac. 368. 

A bank made a loan to D on his note, indorsed by others, 
at whose request he also assigned certain collateral to 
the bank. The assignment of the collateral proved to 
be illegal, held that the indorsers were not thereby dis- 
charged. Bowery Bank v. Gentry (N. Y.) 47 N. E. 793. 

An assignment by one of two joint payees of his interest 
to the other will not render him liable as indorser. Bond 
v. Holloway (Ind. App.) 47 N. E. 838. 

An indorsement of an extension placed on a note by the 
maker under an agreement with the payee is a written 
extension and presumptive evidence of consideration. 
Niblock v. Champeny (S.,D.) 72 N. W. 402. 

CARRIERS, 


A carrier cannot by contract limit its liability resulting 
from culpable negligence of its employees. St. Louis & 
S. F. Ry. Co. v. Tribbey (Kan. App.) 50 Pac. 458. 

A passenger who, on being carried beyond his station, 
alights, and, after walking on the track, falls into a cul- 
vert, cannot recover from the railroad company. Fisher 
v. Paxon (Pa.), 38 Atl. 407. 

A passenger, in the absence of notice, may assume that the: 
carrier has furnished him with the proper ticket. Gulf 
Ng S. F. Ry. Co. v. Copeland (Tex. Civ. App.) 42 S. W. 

A passenger whose ticket has been wrongfully refused need 
not pay his fare to lessen damages for ejectment. Same 
case. 

A bill of lading given by the carrier to vendors of the 
shipper who placed the goods on board is not conclusive 
as to the amount as between the carrier and shipper. 
ene v. Adams (N. Y.), 46 N. Y. Supp. (80 St. Rep.) 

CHATTEL MORTGAGES. 


Failure to honor an assignment of a chattel mortgage re- 
corded renders the instrument void only as to subse- 
quent purchases. Tulley v. Citizens’ State Bank (Ind. 
App.), 47 N. E. 850. 

The acknowledgment of an assignment of a mortgage be- 
fore an officer authorized to take the same is necessary 
only to entitle it to record. Same case. 

A delivery of stock certificates as security for a loan was 
net a mortgage governed by the chattel mortgage stat- 
ute, but a pledge. George R. Barse Live Stock Commis- 
sion Co. v. Range Valley Cattle Co. (Utah) 50 Pac. 630. 

CONSTITUTIONAL. 


Trial of defendant by eight jurors for larceny committed 
before admission of Utah as a State, held not a viola- 
tion of the Constitution of the United States. State v. 
Thompson (Utah) 150 Pac. 409. 

The law providing for the opening of public roads, held not 
to authorize the taking of property without due process 
of law. Vogt v. Bexar County (Tex. Civ. App.) 42 S. W. 
V7. 





CORPORATIONS. 


The payment of an unauthorized salary by authority of the 
majority stockholders is voidable as against an innocent 
stockholder injured thereby. Brown v. De Young (IIl.), 
47 N. E. 863. 

Franchises of corporations are assignable under laws 1883, 
C. 221, is amended by laws 1891 C. 127. State v. Anderson 
(Wis.) 72 N. W. 386. 

In Iowa the real estate of a public corporation mortgaged 
with its franchises may be sold in solido and without 
right of redemption. Sioux City Terminal Railroad & 
Warehouse Co. v. Trust Co. of North America (C. C. 
A.) 82 Fed. 124. 

Failure of a foreign corporation to file a charter, as re- 
quired by Act 1891, C. C. 95, 122, renders the corporation 
powerless to enforce a contract made by it within the 
statute. Illinois Building & Loan Assn. v. Walker 
(Tenn. Ch. App.), 42 8S. W. 191. 

DAMAGES. 


Damages for future pain can be recovered only when the 
petition alleges that there has not been a physical re- 
covery from the effects of the injury. Shulz v. Griffith 
(Ia.) 72 N. W. 445. 

In an action for personal injuries it is competent for plain- 
tiff to prove that he was a sober and industrious man. 
Metropolitan St. Ry. Co. v. Kennedy (C. C. A.) 82 Fed. 
158. 

Damages by way of solace to the affection of wife or chil- 


Where the payee of a note, who has disposed of it, in- 
duces the maker to pay it before maturity, on promise 

to surrender and fails to obtain it, the measure of dam- 

ages is the amount converted and interest. Gillespie y. 

Evans (8. D.) 72 N. W. 576. 

an action for personal injuries plaintiff cannot show 

that he had a wife and two children. Gulf C. & S. F. 

Ry Co. v. Hamilton (Tex. Civ. App.) 42 S. W. 358. 

The fact of good health before an accident and impaired 
health afterwards, held admissable in evidence. Wilbur 
v. Fallensbee (Wis.), 72 N. W. 741. 

DEEDS, 


Where defendant took title to property in the name of his 
sister to defraud his wife, he cannot, after the sister's 
death, assert that fact in equity to defeat her title. 
Tiffany v. Tiffany (Ia.), 72 N. W. 428. 

All persons claiming an interest in, or lien upon, real estate 
are bound to take notice of the recitals in a recorded 
deed in the chain of title of the grantor. Hubbard y. 
Knight (Neb.), 72 N. W. 473. 

Where a deed given to secure a debt provides for recon- 
veyance on payment thereof, title does not pass so as tu 
bar the wife’s dower on her husband's subsequent death. 
Pirkle v. Equitable Mortgage Co. (Ga.), 28 8. E. 34. 

Parol evidence is admissable to show that a deed given to 
mortgagees to avoid costs of foreclosure was executed 
pursuant to an agreement that the grantor should have 
possession as long he chose. Hawver v. Wright (N. Y.), 
21 Misc. 211, 45 N. Y. Supp. (79 St. Rep.) 659. 

EMINENT DOMAIN. 

The legislature cannot authorize the construction of chan- 
nels for the benefit of a certain district to collect surface 
water, and take it where it would injure other property 
without compensation. Rudd v. Los Angeles County 
(Cal.), 50 Pac. 400. 

EQUITY. 

Proceedings to enforce a penal ordinance are criminal! 
within the rule relating to equity jurisdiction. Ewing 
v. City of Webster City (Ia.), 72 N. W. 511 

An action in equity cannot be maintained where there is an 
adequate remedy at law. Gatchell v. Day (N. Y.), 21 
Misc. 98, 47 N. Y. Supp. (81 St. Rep.) 52. 

Relief by way of equitable set off must be involved by orig- 
inal bill as by cross bill. Meek v. McCormick (Tenn. Ch. 
App.), 42 S. W. 458. 


ESTOPPED. 


Proof of mailing letter held prima facie evidence of its re- 
ceipt. McDermott v. Jackson (Wis.) 72 N. W. 375. 

Ownership of lands cannot be shown by assessor’s books 
for the township in which the land is situated. Albright 
v. Hannah (Ia.), 72 N. W. 421. 

A devisee to whom land was deeded by a purchaser at par- 
tition sale, held estopped to deny the validity of the 
deed to such purchaser. Gerke v. Cameron (Cal.), 50 
Pac. 434. 

Under a quit claim deed containing a special warranty 
against claims under the grantor, a subsequently ac- 
quired title does not inure to the grantee. Bennett v 
Davis (Me.), 38 Atl. 372. 

EVIDENCE. 

In an action for the trial of a land title, evidence of repu- 
tation or character of one of the parties is not relevant, 
though he is a stranger in the county. Timmony v 
Burns (Tex. Civ. App.), 42 S. W. 133. 

A witness in a trial for murder, though not an expert, may 
testify that a spot observed by him on an article found 
near the scene of the crime was blood. People v. Bur- 
gess (N. Y.), 47 N. E. 889. 

Where defendants admitted a certain fact, it was nol 
proper to permit plaintiff to introduce evidence of such 
fact. Burton v. Figg (Ind. App.), 47 N. E. 1081. 

A physician as such and without showing experience with 
gunshot wounds is not competent to give his opinion as 
to what caused the bullet to deflect from its course after 
passing into the body of a person. People v. Yokum 
(Cal.), 50 Pac. 686. 

EXECUTION. 

On trial of a claim case, claimant may show adverse pos- 
session and entry in good faith, and without intent to 
defraud creditors of —— in execution. Hale v. 
Robertson (Ga.), 27 S. E. 937. 

An execution issued in the name of a deceased creditor is 
void where there is no indorsement thereon of the name 
of the representative, as required by Code 1873, Sec. 3,130. 
Dunham v. Bentley (Ia.), 72 N. W. 437. 

A Court allowing an execution against the person can de- 
termine a motion to vacate an order of arrest. First 
Nat. Bank v. Briggs (Kan. App.), 50 Pac. 462. , 

A perpetual scholarship granted a person in consideration 
of his gifts to a college, held not subject to execution. 


+ 


Cleveland Nat. Bank v. Marrow (Tenn. Sup.) 42 S. W 


In 


200. 

The lien acquired by a levy is not affected by the 9 
quent appointment of a receiver. Matter of Pond (N. 
Y.), 21 Mise. 114, 46 N. Y. Supp. (80 St. Rep.) 999. ” 

Property owned jointly may be levied on by a credito1 
one of the owners, and his interest sold without resort- 





dren cannot be allowed. Walker v. McNeill (Wash.) 50 
Pac. 518. 





ing to equity. Jones v. Richardson (Tenn. Sup.), 42 5 
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EXECUTORS AND ADMINISTRATORS. 
An executor or administrator who deposits funds of the 


estate in an insolvent bank, of which he is cashier, is 


personally liable for their loss. Matter of Scudder (N. 
Y.), 21 Mise. 197, 47 N. Y. Supp. (81 St. Rep.) 101. 


An administrator cannot set up the invalidity of a decree 


under which he holds property as defense to an account- 
ing therefor. Appeal of Ela. (N. H.), 38 Atl. 501. 
FIXTURES. 

When portable engine and saw mill do not become fixtures, 
though attached to the realty. Hughes v. Edisto Cy- 
press Shingle Co. (8S. C.), 28 8S. E. 2. 

A building erected by tenant without contract or consent 
of landlord on demised premises, held a fixture. For- 
tescue v. Bowler (N. J. C.), 38 Atl. 445. 

A chattel mortgage on machinery in a building, made by 
the owner to an assignee of the real estate mortgage at 
the time of the assignment to remove a doubt as to the 
machinery being included therein, is not sufficient to 
establish an agreement that such machinery is not a 
fixture. Trowbridge v. Hayes (N. Y.), 21 Misc. 234, 45 
N. Y. Supp. (79 St. Rep.) 635. 

Improvements permanently attached by a vendee under 
an executory contract of purchase become fixtures. 
Pomeroy v. Bell (Cal.), 50 Pac. 683. 


FRAUDULENT CONVEYANCES. 


The interest of a wife in the husband’s land to the extent | 


of one-third its value is not the subject of a fraudulent 
conveyance. Isgrigg v. Pauley (Ind. Sup.), 47 N. E. 821. 

A wife can secure the payment of a just claim against her 
husband, though it may delay the collection of other 
claims. Muir v. Miller (Ia.), 72 N. W. 409. 

Where a chattel mortgagor sells the mortgaged property 
under an agreement with the mortgagee and deposits 
proceeds to the mortgagee’s credit, it is a valid payment, 


as against a creditor of the mortgagor giving credit | 


without notice of the mortgage. 
Loon (Ia.), 72 N. W. 520. 

In a suit to set aside a married woman’s deed, in which her 
husband joined, the latter’s want of good faith is im- 
material. Warking v. Garn (Ind. Sup.), 47 N. E. 961. 

GARNISHMENT. 


8. Hammil Co. v. Van 


Judgment cannot be rendered against one garnished as 


debtor of two persons on proof of indebtedness to one. 
Siegel, Cooper & Co. v. Schueck (IIll.), 47 N. E. 855. 


HOMICIDE. 


The intoxication of defendant should be considered in de- 
termining his specific intent. State v. Dolan (Wash.), 
50 Pac. 472. 

One conspiring to kill another is not excused for doing so, 
because a fellow conspirator threatens to kill him if he 
does not shoot the other person. Leach v. State (Tenn. 
Sup.), 42 S. W. 196. 

Dying declarations committed to writing and not signed by 
deceased does not render the writing inadmissible. 
State v. Carrington (Utah), 50 Pac. 526. 


HOMESTEAD. 


An agreement that if a person would clear and put in cul- 
tivation certain land he should have it when the owners 
were done with it, held to waive the right of home- 
stead. Allbright v. Hannah (Ia.), 72 N. W. 421. 

Homestead rights are abandoned by removal from the 
State. McClellan v. Carroll (Tenn. Ch. App.), 42 S. W. 
185. 

Vendee’s wife held not entitled to homestead as against 
vendor furnishing money to erect building on the land. 
Converse v. Barnard (Mich.), 72 N. W. 611. 

A husband and wife can convey the homesteads only by 
joint deed. Cox v. Keathley (Tenn. Sup.), 42 S. W. 437. 


INDICTMENT AND INFORMA’ -UN. 


An indictment for obtaining a deed by false pretenses which 
gives a description of the premises and states the con- 
sideration, the names of the grantor and grantee, and 
the value of the deed sets out the deed sufficiently. Peo- 
ple v. Peckens (N. Y.), 153 N. Y. 576. 

INJUNCTION. 


One who interferes in a contract between others, and for the 
purpose of gain to himself induces one party to break 
it, is liable to the party injured, and his continued in- 
terference may be ground for an injunction where the 
injury will be irreparable. Nashville, C. & St. L. Ry Co. 
v. McConnell (C. C.), 82 Fed. 65. 

Where a decree of divorce prohibits a wife from using her 
husband’s name, an action to restrain such use is un- 
necessary, as relief can be obtained under the decree. 
Blanc v. Blanc (N. Y.), 21 Misc. 268. 

Foreclosure of a trust deed for default in payment of in- 
terest will not be enjoined, in the absence of an offer to 
pay the amount due. Dorsey v. Armor (Colo, App.), 50 
Pac. 726 

INNKEEPERS. 

Acts 18, Gen. Assem. C. 181, giving innkeepers liens on the 
property under the control of the guests, is not uncon- 
stitutional. Brown Shoe Co. v. Hunt (Ia.), 72 N. W. 766. 

An innkeeper’s lien extends to sample goods in the pos- 
session of a traveling salesman. Same case. 





















INSURANCE, 


Defense under provision in accident policy against recov- 
ery for injuries resulting from exposure to unnecessary 
danger held. Waived by an offer to confess judgment 
for a less sum, etc. Holiday v. American Mut. Acc. 
Ass’n. (Ia.), 72 N. W. 448. 

A mortgage given by one partner to another on his share 
of the firm personally be not an incumbrance within 
the terms of an insurance policy. Alston v. Phenix 
Ins. Co. (Ga.), 27 S. E. 981. . 

An insurance policy may be attacked for fraud or mistake. 
Slobodisky v, Phenix Ins. Co. (Neb.), 72 N. W. 483. 

INTEREST. 

In the absence of contract unsettled accounts do not draw 
interest until six months after the date of the last item. 
Garneau v. Omaha Printing Co. (Neb.), 72 Neb. 360. 

JUDGMENT. 

The adverse possession of real estate to relieve from lien of 
judgment does not involve actual personal residence on 
the premises. Hale v. Robertson (Ga.), 27 S. E. 937. 

A decree of divorce is a bar to any action by the former 
husband or wife against the other to enforce any prop- 
erty rights growing out of the marital relation. Bar- 
nett v. Barnett (N. M.), 50 Pac. 337. 

The fact that a judgment note waived the benefit of Illi- 
nois exemption laws, held not to limit the confession of 
judgment thereon to that State, under the circum- 
stances. Pirie v. Conrad (Wis.), 72 N. W. 370. 

The general warrant in a judgment note authorizing a con- 
fession and execution of judgment thereon “in any court 
of record” may be executed in any State in the Union. 
Same case. 

LIMITATION OF ACTIONS. 

Limitations begin to run against an involuntary trustee 
from the time such trust is created. Nouges v. New- 
lan (Cal.), 50 Pac. 386. 

A mortgagor cannot revive the mortgage after the bar of 
limitations has become complete, as against one who 
has purchased the premises, but is not obliged to pay 
the debt. Damon v. Leque (Wash.), 50 Pac. 485. 

A verbal acknowledgement is sufficient to revive liability 
on a guardian’s bond, suit on which has been barred by 
limitations. Perkins v. Cheney (Mich.), 72 N. W. 595. 

Notes upon which payments were made within fifteen 
years are not barred by limitations. Witt v. Moberley 
(Ky.), 42 8. W. 338. 

MASTER AND SERVANT. 


A lineman in the employ of a telephone company held to 
assume the risk of the fall of a pole on which he was at 
work. McGarty v. Southern, New England Tel. Co. 
(Conn.), 38 Atl. 359. 

MECHANICS’ LIENS. 

A tank erected on premises held to have become a fixture 
so as to entitle the builder to a lien. Parker Land & 
Improvement Co. v. Reddick (Ind. App.), 47 N. E. 848. 

No lien attaches to a father’s bond under a contract with a 
son who is working it, for lumber furnished for itm- 
provements thereon. Hoag v. Hay (Ia.), 72 N. W. 525. 


MINES AND MINERALS. 


Machinery furnished for a mine but not erected or used in 
its development, and merely dumped on the ground, is 
not subject to lien for work in the development of the 
mine. Hamilton v. Delhi Min. Co. (Cal.), 50 Pac. 378. 

The burden of proving forfeiture of a mining claim, as an 
intention to abandon, under Rev. St. sec. 2,324, is on the 
one claiming an adverse location. Axiom Min. Co. v. 
White (S. D.), 72 N. W. 462. 


MORTGAGES. 

A lien enforced upon a foreclosure sale is the contract lien 
of the mortgage, and a statute prescribing the period 
for which a judgment shall live on the lien has no ap-. 
plication. Lone Jack Min. Co. v. Megginson (C. C.), 82 


Fed. 89. 

Affidavit proving publication of notice of foreclosure sale 
may be made immediately after the last publication. 
Nebraska Land, Stock Growing & Investment Co. v. 
McKinley-Lanning Loan & Trust Co. (Neb.), 72 N. W. 
357. 

Personal property which has been attached to land, and 
becomes a part of the realty, may be separately mort- 
gaged under the statutes of California. Broderick v. 
Kilpatrick (C. C.), 82 Fed. 138. 

Twenty years possession by mortgagor without recognition 
by him of mortgage as an existing obligation, held.to 
raise presumption of satisfaction. Staples v. Staples 
(R. 1.), 38 Atl. 498. 


MUNICIPAL CORPORATIONS. 


Where a street, as plotted, was vacated, a proportionate 
part thereof did not become a of each of the 
abutting lots. Brown v. Taber (Ia.), 72 N. W. 416. 

A warrant drawn to pay a judgment for personal injuries 
cannot be postponed in favor of claims for expense. 
Lorence v. Bean (Wash.), 50 Pac. 582. 

Judgment against a city for water furnished it can only 
be allowed to the amount of the revenues for the re- 
spective fiscal years when it was furnished. Higgins v. 
City of San Diego (Cal.), 50 Pac. 670. 








THE AMERICAN LAWYER. 










if you want to try THE 
send $4.00 to the BOSTON 











CREEN BAC for 


1898 
Book Co., Boston, Mass. 














NEGLIGENCE. 


An instruction, that negligence is the failure to do that 
which an ordinary prudent man would do under similar 
circumstances, is incomplete, as lacking the element of 
commission. Shulz v. Griffith (Ia.), 72 N. W. 445. 

One who rides a bicycle without a light at night held guilty 
of negligence. Cook vy. Fogarty (Ia.), 72 N. W. 677. 

PARTNERSHIP. 

Equities of firm creditors in partnership assets are divested 
by a sale under a judgment against all the partners 
individually for an obligation not a firm debt. Rouss v. 
Wallace (Colo. App.), 50 Pac. 366 

Specific property belonging to a partnership is subject to 
levy for the individual debt of one of the partners. 
Johnson v. Wingfield (Tenn. Ch. App.), 42 S. W. 203. 

All partners may incumber firm property to secure their 
individual debts as against firm creditors, or a receiver 
appointed on the firm’s insolvency. Old Nat. Bank v. 
Heckman (Ind. Sup.), 47 N. E. 953. 

That compensation for services is to be contingent and 
paid from the profits, does not make the employee a 
partner. Ryder v. Jacobs (Pa.), 38 Atl. 471. 

A managing partner in whose name the business is con- 
ducted is not entitled to a salary where no agreement 















































































































































of the other partner to that effect is shown. Evans v. 
Warren (N. Y.), 20 App. Div. 230, 47 N. Y. supp. (81 st. 
Rep.), 16. 

PLEDGES. 








A person holding a note as collateral, is the owner thereof, 
as between him and the maker. Fox v. Harrison Nat. 
Bank (Kan. App.), 50 Pac. 458. 

A creditor held not entitled to retain the excess of col- 
laterals over the debt for which they were pledged, by 
reason of holding other claims against the debtor, nor 
by reason of a deficiency judgment against him. Arm- 
strong v. McLean (N. Y.), 47 N. E. 912. 

PRINCIPAL AND AGENT. 


A principal cannot ratify the contract of his agent, where 
at the time of the alleged ratification, he did not know 
of the contract. Nebraska Wesleyan University v. 
Parker (Neb.), 72 N. W. 470. 

A principal cannot keep the proceeds of goods bought by 
his agent, and repudiate the purchase. Moffit-West 
Drug Co. v. Lyneman (Colo. App.), 50 Pac. 736. 

PRINCIPAL AND SURETY. 


Where a note was given in settlement of an amount that 
the principal had embezzled from the payee, and the 
facts were concealed from the surety on the note, held 
that the note was void as to him. Wells, Fargo & Co.’s 
Express v. Walker (N. M.), 50 Pac. 353. 

An extension of a note for a usurious consideration, which 
is paid, held to discharge the surety when made without 
his knowledge. Niblack v. Champeny (S. D.), 72 N. W. 
402. 

A contract of suretyship on behalf of firm held not to con- 
tinue after the dissolution of the firm. London & L. 
Fire Ins. Co. v. Holt (S. D.), 72 N. W. 403. 

Where sureties gave their principal money, which he ap- 
plied on the debt, held that such payments were not 
loans to the principal, but were for the benefit of the 
creditors. Bray v. First Ave. Coal Min. Co. (Ind. Sup.), 
47 N. E. 1,073. 

+ RAILROADS, 

The interest in a railroad right of way is the same whether 
it was granted or condemned. Smith v. Hall (Ia.), 72 
N. W. 427. 

A deaf man who drives upon a railroad crossing where the 
view is unobstructed, in plain view of a rapidly approach- 
ing freight train, cannot recover for injuries sustained 
by collision therewith. Chicago, R. I. & P. Ry. Co. v. 
Pounds (C. C. A.), 82 Fed. 217. 

Failure of defendant to provide signboards at crossings 
held not to render it liable for the person injured at 
such crossings. Gulf, C. & S. F. Ry. Co. v. Hamilton 
(Tex. Civ. App.), 42 S. W. 358. 

SALES. 

A contract of sale is not void because the broker through 
whom it was negotiated was not licensed, as required 
by a city ordinance. Murray v.-Doud (Ill), 47 'N. E. 717. 

Where goods were shipped C. O. D., and the consignee re- 
fused to accept them, but afterward gave his note for 
them, and the carrier through neglect failed to order its 
agent to turn the goods over to the consignee, held that 
there was no delivery, rendering the assignee liable for 
the price. Cole v. Rankin (Tenn. Ch. App.), 42 8S. W. 72. 

A conditional vendee who is in default has no title or right 
of possession and cannot maintain an action of replevin. 
Iserman vs. Conklin (N. Y.), 20 App. Div. 203, 46 N. Y. 
supp. (80 St. Rep.), 961. 
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SET OFF AND COUNTERCLAIM. 


In an action on a demand due plaintiff personally, de- 
fendant may set off a note, otherwise a proper demand 
in set off, executed by plaintiff and another jointly, 
where the other maker is dead. McCarthy v. Sleight 
(Mich.), 72 N. W. 165. 

Where defendant set up a counterclaim in favor of a third 
person, held that he could not, on the trial, show that the 
claim had been assigned to him. Barker v. Ring (Wis.), 
72 N. W. 222. 

Under Code Civ. Proc. secs. 438, 726, a note secured by 
mortgage cannot be allowed as a set off in an action at 
law. McKean v. German American Sav. Bank (Col.), 
50 Pac. 656. 

SUBROGATION. 


Where a mortgagor conveyed a half interest to one who 
agreed to pay the mortgagee, and, on his failure to do 
so, the mortgagor paid it, held that he was entitled to 
subrogation as against a mortgagee of the purchaser. 
Hubbard v. Knight (Neb.), 72 N. W. 473. 

Where a judgment of garnishment was obtained against a 
guardian, and he turns the ward's funds over to his 
bondsman, plaintiff in garnishment is subrogated to the 
ward’s rights against his bondsman. Hazelton v. Doug- 
las (Wis.), 72 N. W. 637. 

TAXATION. 


A mortgagee of realty may redeem from a sale for taxes 
assessed against it without paying the personal taxes 
which was not a lien thereon. Buell v. Boylan (S. D.), 
72 N. W. 406. 

A tax deed does not divest the original owner or his heirs 
of title, in the absence of a showing that there has been 
a compliance with the statute. Rice v. West (Ky.), 42 
Ss. W. 116. 

TROVER AND CONVERSION. 

The sale of property without authority from the owner, by 
one in wrongful possession, is sufficient evidence of 
conversion. Owen v. Long (Wis.), 72 N. W. 364. 

The date of conversion is presumed to be the date when 
possession of property was taken. Parker v. Harden 
(N. C.), 28 S. E. 20. 

USURY. 


Where an agent, with consent of his principal, adds his 
commissions to the amount loaned, held to constitute 
usury. McNeely v. Ford (la.), 72 N. W. 672. 

VENDOR AND PURCHASER, 


Occupancy of land by one having an unrecorded deed held 
notice to a purchaser from the heirs of the grantor. 
Carr v. Brennan (Ill.), 47 N. E. 721. 

A vendor in a land contract, who voluntarily forfeited 
his rights thereunder by default, could not recover 
amount already paid. Satterlee v. Cronkhite (Mich.), 
72 N W. 616. 

A vendor’s lien is not waived by acceptance of a new note 
with accrued interest as obtaining judgment on said 
note. Marshall v. Marshall (Tex. Civ. App.), 42 S. W. 
353. 

Where the payee of a note executed a bond for a deed to 
the buyer, agreeing to execute a deed on payment of 
the note, an assignee of the note acquired a lien on the 
land. National Bank of Commerce v. Lock (Wash.), 
50 Pac. 478. 

This is true, even though the assignment was made to se- 

cure another note. Same case. 
WILLS. 


A devise of the use and occupation of land passes an estate 
in the land and a right to let and assign it. Wilson v. 
Curtis (Me.), 38 Atl. 365. 

A deed by a married woman of premises to her husband 
for life, cannot, on the lessor’s death be probated as a 
will. In re Ogle’s Estate (Wis.), 72 N. W. 389. 

Where the widow is nominated as executrix, her qualifica- 
tion and her selling land as such held, not an election 
to take under the will. In re Proctor’s Estate (Ia.), 72 
N. W. 516. 


WITNESSES. 


A witness in a criminal case may be impeached by the 
party producing him by showing contradictory state- 
ments if he has given prejudicial testimony. Schnuer 
v. State (Ind. App.), 47 N. E. 843. ; 

An official court stenographer may read his notes of testi- 
mony on a former trial, though he can remember the 
evidence only by reading such notes. Wright v. Wright 
(Kan. Sup.), 50 Pac. 444. 

Where defendant appeared voluntary and gave evidence at 
the inquest, such evidence was admissable on his trial 
for murder to impeach him. State v. Van Tassel (Ia.), 
72 N. W. 497. 
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BAR AND LAW LIBRARY ASSOCIATIONS. 





EXECUTIVE OFFICERS. 


AMERICAN BAR ASSOCIATION 
(Organized August 21, 1878.) 
previaent-- ate Wirt ss Orleans, La. 
Charles 


Secretary Bt., Balti- 
more, La 

Creasurer—Francis Rawle, 328 Chestnut St., Philadel- 
phia, Pa. 


NATIONAL ASSOCIATION OF CREDIT MEN. 
(Organized June 25, ve) 
crestient—2 ames G. Cannon, New Yor a 
Secretary—F kK. 345 Broadway, N. 
Treasurer—T. H. Green, Sioux City, Iowa. 
COMMERCIAL LAW LEAGUE OF AMERICA. 
(Organized August 15, 1895.) 
President—John B. Green, New York City. 
a ay | R x Mich. 
Treastrer—E. K. Sumerwell New York City. 
CANADIAN BAR ASSOCIATION. 
President—J. E. Robidoux, Quebec. 
Secretary— Alexander Falconer, Montreal. 
Treasurer—C. B. Carter, Montreal. 


STATE ASSOCIATIONS. 


Y. city. 


ALABAMA. 
(Organized January 15, 1879.) 

President— John P. ‘Tillman, Birmingham. 

Secreary and ‘Treasurer—Alex. ‘lroy, Montgomery. 


bon, Suneen, 
5 bom Juneau. 


ARIZONA. 
(Organized March 4, 1894.) 
President— W ebster Street, Phoenix. 


secretary— Wade H. Hulings, Phoenix. 
(reasurer— Walter Bennett. 


President—J. 8. 


ARKANSAS. 
(Organized March 15, 1882.) 

President—M. 1. sand Helena. 

secretary—G. W. Shiun, Little Rock. 


COLORADO. 
(Organized September 9, 1897.) 
President—Hugh Butler, Denver. 
Secretary and Treasurer—Lucius W. Hoyt, Denver. 


CONNECTICUT. 
(Organized June 2, 1875.) 
President—Chariles E. Perkins, 
jecretary—Charles M. Joslyn, Hartford. 
pa OF COLUMBIA. 
rganized J a &, sme) 
President—Hlenry" E. Davis. 


a Meyer Lam te Wabington. 


GEORGIA. 
(Srgugtens August 1, 1883.) 
Cartersville. 


Secretary —J. HL * Blount 3 Macon. 
ie b 
Treasurer—Z. D. Harrison, Atlanta. 


ITLLINOB. 
(Organized January 4, 1877.) 
President—Alfred Orend orft, Sp 
wae Hs Matheny, Springfield. 


Secretary and 

(Organised Jane =) 2, 1896.) 
President— Benjamin Harrison, Indianapolis. 
Secretary—John R. Wilson, Indianapolis. 
Treasurer— Noble Cc. a a 


(Organized December 27, 1894.) 
President—W. J. Wade, Iowa City. 
deoretary—N. E. Coffin, M 
Treasurer—G. F. Henry, Des es. 

Organized J: 9, 1883 

(Organ: anuary ) 
President— W illiam im Theqeen, Burlingame. 
——< J. Brown 

A. Goddard, i 


President—Maloolm Yeamat 
Secretary —J. G. eeae"- 


UISLANA. 
(Organized June 23, 1883.) 
President—J. W. Burgess, Baton 
Secretary—T. mame Baton 


zed March 18, 1897.) 
Wilson, 


—Leslie C. Cornisb, Augusta. 
Yr ized August 1896. 
(€ iz it 
secre =a sre. Gum 
wa 
eary— my 


_ 


President — Fron lin A. 
3 oretary and 


President — ied Brennan, D Detroit. 
—E. Detroit. 
Treasarsr— William 3 then d, amg 


(Organined Octen October 2, 1883.) 
St. Panl. 


MISSISSIPP1. 
Jecretary—W. R. — 
— WwW. , Jao n. 
Creasurer—C. M. W: s0n. 


MISSOURI 
(Organized December 29, 1880.) 
St. Loute. 


. Marshall, 
—BSelden P. Spencer, St Louis. 
Creasurer—W. B. -— Kansas City. 


ONTANA. 
(Organized January 8, 1885.) 
eae 
— w 

F. D. Miracle Helena. 

NEW HAMPSHIRE, (Northern.) 
(Organized November 24, 1882.) 
Seca Wil? Deki Littleton. 

ill P, Buckley, Lancaster. 
one a D. Dow, Woodsville. 

NEW HAMPsuHIex, (Southern) 
(Organized November 28, i891.) 
President — Elijah M. Tapliff, Manchester. 
Secretary and Treasurer— Arthur H. Chase, Concord. 


NEW MEXICO. 
(Organized January 19, 1886.) 
President—A. B. Fall, Las Cruces. 
Secretary— Edward L. Bartlett, Santa Fe. 
Treasurer—George W. Knaebel, Santa Fe. 
NEW YORK. 
(Organized May 3, 1876.) 
President—Edward G. Wiese, New York City. 
—L. B. p. egete, Al a. 
Heasberg, Albany. 
OKLAHOMA. 
President—John W. Shortel, Guthrie. 
Secretary— r W. Jones, Guthrie. 
Treasurer—John D. Debois, Guthrie. 


OHIO. 
(Organized July 8, 1880.) 
President—Judson Harmon, Cincinnati. 

rnold, 


. A Cc numbua, 
. Pike, Toledo. 


‘Treasurer—L. 


OREGON. 

(Organized October 18, 1890.) 
President—Stephen A. Lowell, Pendleton. 
Secretary—Sanderson Reed, Portiana 
Treasurer—Chas. J. Schnabel, ee 

PENNSYLY. 
(Organized Jeneary i 16, 1895.) 
Pouiient-Z. 0. 5 ~ + ARogheny. bam 
Secretary—Edward P. Allison, P phia. 
Treasurer— William 1 Penn Licyd, Mt echanicsburg 
SOUTH CAROLINA 

(Organized December 11, 1284.) 
President—B. F. Whitner, Anderson. 
Secretary—John P. Thomas, Jr., Columbia. 

SOUTH DAKOTA. 

(Organized December 7, 1897. 
President— Bartlett Tripp. Yankton. 
Secretary—Jobn H. Voorhees, Sioux Falls. 
Treasurer—Ivan W. Goodner, Pierre. 


TENNESSEE. 
(Organized July, 1882.) 
President—C. W. Metcalf, Memphis: 
Secretary and Treasurer—Chas. M. Burch, Nashville. 


TEXAS. 
(Organized July i5, 1882.) 
President William Aubrey, San Antonio. 
—Charles S. Morse, Austin. 
Treasurer— William D. Williams, Fort Worth. 


UTAH. 
(Organized January, 1894.) 
President—C. S. Varion, Salt Lake. 


Secretary—C. S. Kinney, Salt Lake. 
Treasurer—E£. 0. Lee, Salt Lake. 


VERMONT. 
(Organized November 14, 1878.) 
President—Charles P. Hogan, St. Albans. 
W. Wing, Montpeher. 
Treasurer—Hiram Carleton, Montpelier. 
VIRGINIA. 
(Organized July 6, 1485.) 
President— William B. Pettit, Ra ing 
Secretary and Treasurer—E. C. Massie, Richmond. 


WEST VIRGINIA. 

(Organized Taly § 8, 1886.) 
| ne C. ee Martinsburg. 
Secretary —James Ewing, 
Treasurer—W. N. Miller, Parneriirg 

WASHINGTON 
(Organized January 19, 1888.) 
| et SP — 
oretary— Nathan orter. 

Treasurer— William Pesere, Seattle. 


(Qupentand da Sanuary 9, 9, 1878. 
President— William H. : 


fatas—S 3 Vilas, Milw: _ 





H. Carpenter, Madison. 





BAR ASSOCIATIONS. 


The Executive Committee of the Com- 
mercial Law League of America met re- 
vently at Detroit to discuss plans for 
the next convention of the league, which 
will be held at Put-in-Bay, July 27-30, 
‘98. Much of the discussion was upon 
vankruptcy law and the place it would 
vecupy in the proceedings of the con- 
vention. It was decided that the dis- 
cussion on this important subject, with 
special reference to the Torrey bill, 
should occupy the entire first day of the 
convention, and Levi T. Griffin of that 
city, was selected to prepare the paper 
with reference to it. Another impor- 
cant topic that will be considered by the 
convention is “The Obstacles to the En- 
forcement of Creditors’ Rights in Vari- 
vus States.’”” Among the social features 
of the national gathering of lawyers 
will be a hop, a smoker and a banquet. 
CALIFORNIA. 

Judge Myrick, George N. Williams, A. 
L. Rhodes, Columbus Bartlett and A. 
Comte, Jr., the committees appointed by 
the San Francisco Bar tion to 
prepare memorials upon the death of 
Judge Maurice C. Blake, recently made 
its report. Addresses eulogistic of the 
life of the dead jurist were made by 
many of his legal friends and members 
of the association. 


COLORADO. 


The president of the Colorado Bar 
Association has appointed the following 
committees, the name first on each list 
being designated as the chairman of 
the committee: 

Committee on Admissions—Westbrook 
S. Decker, Joel F. Vaile, A. C. Phelps, 
Henry W. Hobson, A. J. Fowler, James 
H. Blood, Morton 8S. Bailey, S. A. Grif- 
fin and Edward C. Mason. 

Committee on Grievances—Platt Rog- 
ers, Edward L. Johnson, E. T. Wells, 
Caldwell Yeaman, Tyson S. Dines, Hen- 
ry C. Charpiot, Charles E. Gast, J. C. 
Gunter and Joseph H. Maupin. 

Committee on Law Reform—Edward 
L. Johnson, Charles E. Gast, E. T. Wells, 
J. C. Helm, Charles J. Hughes, Jr., Platt 


| Rogers and A. E. Pattison. 


Committee on Legal Education—W. C. 
Kingsley, A. T. Gunnell, William L. 
Murfree, Robert J. Pitkin and Harry N. 
Haynes. 

Committee on Legal Biography—Cald- 
well Yeaman, Lewis B. France, A. H. 
De France, A. J. Rising and R. S. Mor- 
rison. 

The president and secretary of the as- 
sociation and the chairmen of the five 
committees named above constitute the 
Executive Committee. 

Several applications for membership 
are already in the hands of the secre- 
tary, and upon the request of the presi- 
dent of the association, a meeting is 
hereby called to be held in Denver on 
Dec. 29, 1897, for the purpose of voting 
upon such applications for membership 
as shall at the time have been approved 
by the Committee on Admissions. 

CONNECTICUT. 

At the annual meeting of the Litch- 
field County Bar Association in Litch- 
field recently the following officers were 
chosen: Chairman James Huntington, 
Woodbury; vice-chairman, Donald T. 
Warner, Salisbury; secretary and treas- 
urer, D. C. Kilborn, Litchfield. The 
Grievance Committee is: Donald T. 
Warner, Salisbury; Gideon H. Welch, 
Torrington and J. H. McMahon, New 
Milford. The Library Committee is as 
follows: S. A. Herman, Winsted; D. C. 
Kilborn, Litchfield, and J. H. McMahon, 
New Milford. The auditors are: L. J. 
Nickerson, Cornwall; J. T. Hubbard, 


Litchfield. 
ILLINOIS. 


The Chicago Bar Association an- 
nounces the appointment of the follow- 
ing standing committees for the year: 
Committee on Amendment of the Law, 





E. O. Brown, A. F. Stevenson, H. H. C. 
Miller, A. J. Hirschl, W. D. Washburn; 
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Committee on Judiciary, Gwynn Gar- 
nett, John P. Wilson, George W. Smith, 
H. W. Bishop, W. G. Beale; Committee 
on Grievances, F. A. Johnson, BE. M. Ash- 
craft, John V. A. Weaver, Henry N. 
Tuttle, L. D. Condee; Committee on 
Legal Education, H. H. Martin, Blewett 
Lee, John A. Rose, George A. Carpenter, 
Lessing Rosenthal; Committee on Me- 
morial, David Fales, Charles R. Web- 
ster, D. L. Morrill, Henry W. Price, Rus- 
sexu Whitman; Committee on Library, 
Thomas Dent, David B. Lyman, Charles 
S. Holt. 
MARYLAND. 

The Nominating Committee of the Bar 
Association met recently at Baltimore in 
the office of Conway W. Sams, secretary, 
and selected the following officers for the 
ensuing year: 

President—Arthur W. Machen. 

First Vice-President—John P. Poe. 

Second Vice-President — Daniel M. 
Thomas. 

Secretary—William P. Lyons. 

Treasurer—C. A. E. Spamer. 

Member of Executive Committee— 
James M. Ambler. 

Committee on Admissions — Edward 
Guest Gibson, James W. Bowers, Thomas 
Foley Hiskey and Randolph Barton, Jr. 

The new officers will be voted for at the 
annual election and banquet. Mr. Sams 
and Mr. Thomas, who have been secre- 
tary and treasurer, respectively, for a 
number of years, declined re-election. 

Thomas S. Baer, president, Richard 
Bernard, William L. Marbury, Edgar H. 
Gans, William P. Lyons, Arthur George 
Brown, Joseph Packard, Jr., and Alex- 
ander H. Robertson compose the Nomi- 
nating Committee. 


MASSACHUSETTS. 


The Worcester County Bar Association 
held a meeting recently at Worcester to 
take action upon the death of Judge 
Thomas L. Nelson, the representative of 
the local bar upon the United States Cir- 
cuit Court bench. Among those pres- 
ent were the following: Hon. George 
F. Hoar, Frank P. Goulding, Thomas G. 
Kent, Col. E. B. Glasgow, Col. W. A. 
Gile, Gen. Rockwood Hoar, Maj. W. F. 
Harlow, Col. E. B. Stoddard, Charles G. 
Washburn, George T. Dewey, District 
Attorney Herbert Parker, Thomas Sulli- 
van, James F. Ryan, M. M. Taylor, 
David Manning, Charles M. Aldrich, 
Eben Thompson, J. Evarts Greene, 
James McGovern and J. H. Bancroft. 
The meeting was called to order by 
Webster Thayer, secretary of the asso- 
ciation, in the absence of Col. W. S. B. 
Hopkins, president, and Hon. George F. 
Hoar was chosen president pro tem. of 
the meeting. 


MICHIGAN. 


The Jackson County Bar Association 
held a meeting recently at Jackson to 
take action on the death of Hon. J. C. 
Wood. President Eugene Pringle pre- 
sided, and Elmer Kirby acted as secre- 
tary. On motion of Judge Peck a com- 
mittee of five was appointed to draft 
suitable resolutions on the death of Mr. 
Wood. The committee consisted of Hon. 
T. E. Barkworth, James A. Parkinson 
and Charles A. Blair. 


MINNESOTA. 


The Bar Association met recently at 
St. Paul in the Supreme Court chamber 
to take suitable action on the recent 
death of Samuel J. R. McMillan, one of 
the early Justices of the State Supreme 
Court. The committee appointed at the 
meeting shortly after Mr. McMillan’s 
death made its report. Brief addresses 
appropriate to the occasion were made 
by Justices Collins and Mitchell, Chief 
Justice Start, ex-Justice George B. 
Young, Thomas Wilson of Winona, Gen. 
John B. Sanborn and H. J. Horn. 

/ MISSOURL 


One of the largest meetings ever held 
by the Buchanan County Bar was held 
recently at St. Joseph, in memory of 
Judge T. H. Parrish, recently deceased. 
Addresses were made by B. R. Vineyard, 








Judge S. P. Huston, Col. Doniphon, Mr. 
Huston, Judge K. B. Randolph, William 
E. Sherwood, Isaac R. Williams of Sa- 
vannah, C. A. Masmon, T. F. Ryan, H. 
K. White, B. J. Casteel and others. 

The following officers of the St. Louis 
Bar Association have been elected: Presi- 
dent, E . E. Eliot; vice-president, John 
W. Dryden, Isaac H. Orr and C. B. 
Haughon; secretary, James Avery 
Webb; treasurer, Breckenridge Jones; 
member of Executive Committee, Clif- 
ford B. Allen; members of Committee 
on Admission, James C. Carr, Daniel 
Kirby and Edgar R. Rombauer. 

A meeting of the Executive Commit- 
tee of the State Bar Association was 
held in St. Louis recently in the office 
of City Counselor W. C. Marshall. The 
purpose of the meeting was to deter- 
mine the time and place of holding the 
next meeting of the association. Kansas 
City was selected and the date fixed for 
February 22 and 23. This was the only 
business. of importance transacted. 
Those present at the meeting were: W. 
C. Marshall, president; Judge W. B. 
Teasdale, Kansas City, treasurer; Judge 
Selden Spencer, St. Louis, secretary, and 
H. C. McDougall, Kansas City. Two 
members of the committee, G. N. Sebree 
of Springfield and Gen. B. G. Boone of 
Clinton, were absent. The latter, how- 
ever, had sent his proxy to Mr. Mar- 
shall. 

NEW JERSEY. 


The lawyers comprising the Mon- 
mouth County Bar met at Freehold re- 
cently and passed resolutions on the 
death of ex-Judge Walling. Resolutions 
drawn by F. P. McDermott were adopt- 
ed after eulogistic speeches by Mr. Mc- 
Dermott, Rens W. Dayton, Judge Vre- 
denburgh, F. W. Hope and S. C. Cowart. 

NBW YORK. 

The Albany Bar Association met re- 
cently to take action on the death of 
Judge Thomas A. Meegan. The meeting 
was called to order by Judge George Ad- 
dington. Ex-Judge Francis Woods wis 
made chairman, and Louis Parker, secre- 
tary. A committee of five, consisting of 
ex-City Judges Danaher, Walsh, Hamil- 
ton, Wilkinson and Brennan, were ap- 
pointed a committee to draft memorials. 
Remarks were made by Joseph A. Law- 
son, John W. Mattice, John Montignani, 
Lewis Cass, George Lawyer and James 
H. Coyle, and an appropriate memorial 
was adopted. 


OHIO. 


A meeting of the Miami County Bar 
Association was recently held at Piqua 
to hear the report of the Committee on 
Resolutions upon the death of Harvey G. 
Sellers. The Committee on Resolutions 
consisted of Walter S. Thomas, E. §S 
Williams and Thomas B. Kyle. 


The Montgomery County Bar Associa- 
tion at a recent meeting at Cincinnati 
adopted memorial resolutions of respect 
to the memory of Wm. H. Van Skaik, 
the deceased member. Hon. R. M. Nevin 
presided, and George R. Waring acted as 
secretary. Feeling addresses, in which 
the worth and character of the dead 
lawyer were extolled, were made by 
Messrs. R. M. Nevin, J. D. Clark, L. B. 
Mclilhenny, E. P. Mathews, E. H. Kerr, 
J. C. Patterson, Judges C. W. Dustin 
and A. W. Kumier, John M. Sprigg, Cot. 
D. B. Corwin, Hon. John A. McMahon, 
R. D. Marshall, Wickliffe Belville, Judge 
Dennis Dwyer, O. M. Gottschall, Elihu 
Thompson, Judge O. B. Brown and Hon. 
Thomas Scraggy of Xenia. 


PENNSYLVANIA. 


The first annual meeting of the Dis- 
trict-Attorneys’ Association was held in 
Scranton, Nov. 23, 25. The organization 
of the association is due to the efforts 
of District-Attorney John R. Jones. The 
session was opened by an address of wel- 
come by Judge H. M. Edwards, and a 
response by George S. Graham, District- 
Attorney of Philadelphia. John R. Jones 
then addressed the association upon the 












“Aims and Objects of the District-At- 
torneys’ Association of the Common- 
wealth of Pennsylvania.” In the even- 
ing District-Attorney William K. Olcott 
= New York city addressed the associa. 
tion. 

During the session many interesting 
addresses were made by many promi- 
nent lawyers in the State. The meeting 
ended by an elegant banquet at the 
Hotel Jermyn. 


The members of the Cumberland Coun- 
ty Bar met recently to pass suitable reso- 
lutions upon the death of ex-Judge Sam- 
uel Hepbern. N. F. Sadler presided. The 
following-named gentlemen composed the 
Committee on Resolutions: Judge Sad- 
ler, J. M.. Weakley, R. M. Henderson, J. 
W. Witzel and C. P. Humrich. Address- 
es were made by C. P. Humrich, W. J. 
Shearn, J. M. Weakley, C. S. Dakin, A. 
D. B. Smead, R. M. Henderson, John T. 
Stuart and others. 


There was a large attendance of the 
Bradford Bar Association at Towanda 
recently, it being the first meeting since 
the organization of the society, Feb. 6, 
1882. Steps were taken to enlarge the 
present meagre law library. President 
D. A. Overton presided. The following 
gentlemen were appointed a Committee 
on Reorganization: I. McPherson, Henry 
Streeter, J. T. Corbin, William Maxwell, 
Lee Brooks and A. C. Fanning. A Li- 
brary Committee was also appointed, 
consisting of William Maxwell, W. T. 
Davis and A. C. Fanning. 


The Lackawanna bar recently held a 
meeting at Scranton to take suitable ac- 
tion upon the death of J. Alton Davis. 
The meeting was called to order by 
James H. Tarrey. Judge Edwards was 
elected chairman. C. Comegys, Everett 
Warren and James H. Torrey were ap- 
pointed a Committee on Resolutions. 
Thomas F. Wells, John P. Kelly, Judge 
Archbald and others spoke eloquently of 
the virtues of Mr. Davis. Attorney Burr, 
of Carbondale, and John R. Edwards, 
Mr. Davis’ law partner, both paid their 
respects, and a letter from Attorney C. 
H. Wells was presented. 


SOUTH DAKOTA. 


For some time the lawyers of the 
comparatively new State of South Da- 
kota have felt the need of a State Bar 
Association. In accordance with an in- 
vitation issued by the Minnehaha Coun- 
ty Bar Association, a delegate ¢onven- 
tion, composed of lawyers from a large 
number of the counties in the State, 
was held at Sioux Falls, S. D., on Dec. 
7. The attendance was large, every 
part of the State, including the Black 
Hills, being represented. A _ constitu- 
tion was adopted and officers elected as 
follows: President, Bartlett Tripp of 
Yankton; first vice-president, John R. 
Wilson of Deadwood; second vice-presi- 
dent, Hosmer H. Keith of South Falls; 
secretary, John H. Voorhees of Sioux 
Falls; treasurer, Ivan W. Goodner of 
Pierre; executive council, the president 
and secretary of the association, ex offi- 
cio, and, from the First Judicial Circuit, 
John L. Jolley of Vermillion; from the 
Second Judicial Circuit, E. C. Ericson of 
Elk Point; from the Third Judicial Cir- 
cuit, George W. Case of Watertown; 
from the Fourth Judicial Circuit, John 
L. Hannett of Mitchell; from the Fifth 
Judicial Circuit, A. W. Burtt of Huron; 
from the Sixth Judicial Circuit, James 
N. Brown of Eureka; from the Seventh 
Judicial Circuit, William Gardner of 
Rapid City, and from the Bighth Judi- 
cial Circuit, William G. Rice of Dead- 
wood. 

In the evening a complimentary ban- 
quet was tendered the newly organized 
association by the Minnehaha County 
Bar Association, at the Cataract House, 
at which covers were laid for eighty- 
five. The toastmaster was Charles L. 
Brockway of Sioux Falls, and the list 
of speakers and their toasts was as fol- 
lows: “The State Bar Association,” the 
first vice-president-elect, John R. Wil- 
son of Deadwood; “The Sioux Falls 
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Bar,” T. B. McMartin of Sioux Falls; 
“The True Ethics of the Profession,” 
John H. King of Chamberlain; “The 
Territorial Bench and Bar,” Bartlett 
Tripp of Yankton; “The Attorney and 
his Client,” J. H. Hauser of Aberdeen; 
“The Richest Hundred Miles Square on 
Earth,” A. J. Kellar of Hot Springs, and 
“Government by Injunction,” John 
Carland, United States District Judge 
of Sioux Falls. 
TEXAS. 


It is reported that the law library and 
furniture at Gainesville was totally de- 
stroyed by fire recently. 


WEST VIRGINIA. 


The annual meeting of the West Vir- 
ginia Bar Association held last month 
at Morgantown, was one of the best at- 
tended and most enthusiastic meetings 
ever held. The association recommended 
the passage by Congress of the bill of 
Congressman A. G. Dayton dividing 
West Virginia into two Federal judicial 
districts. 

Mr. Dayton said he did not seek the 
indorsement of the particular bill drawn 
by him, but he merely wished an indorse- 
ment of the idea, and moved that a com- 
mittee of seven be appointed by the 
president of the association to go before 
the House Judiciary Committee and as- 
sist by suggestion in the passage of a 
measure looking to division. According- 
ly the president designated Messrs. Hub- 
bard, Ambler, Westenhaver, Sturgiss, 
Mason, Davis and Reynolds. There is 
an enthusiastic sentiment for the meas- 
ure, and Mr. Dayton will press it vig- 
orously as soon as Congress convenes. 

The subject “Government by Injunc- 
tion” was discussed at length by the as- 
sociation, which pronounced itself almost 
a unit in favor of the principle, but de- 
plored some of the abuses which at- 
tached to the exercise of this remedy 
during the late strike in this State. 

The association visited the University 
during the chapel hour. President Cro- 
gan made an address, and there was a 
special musical programme rendered by 
the music department. 

D. C. Westenhaver of Martinsburg 
read a paper on the subject of taxation, 
which was discussed. 

Bernard L. Butcher of Fairmont read 
& paper on the subject “The Rent Rem- 
edy.”’ 

D. C. Westenhaver of Martinsburg 
was unanimously chosen president, and 
will be the youngest man who has been 
given this honor in the association. Jas. 
W. Ewing of Wheeling was re-elected 
secretary, and W. N. Miller of Parkers- 
burg, treasurer. Henry M. Russell of 
Wheeling, B. M. Ambler of Parkersburg, 
George E. Price of Charleston, P. J. Cro- 
gan of Kingwood, and W. P. Willey of 
Morgantown were elected members of 
the Executive Committee. Neil J. Fort- 
ney of Kingwood, George C. Sturgiss of 
Morgantown and C. Wood Daily of Elk- 
ins were elected to represent the associa- 
tion at the next annual meeting of the 
American Bar Association. 


The association and a large audience 
listened to an address before the asso- 
ciation by Judge Seymour, D. Thomp- 
son of St. Louis, editor of the “American 
Law Review,” on the subject of “Judicial 
Supremacy.” 

A banquet was given to the visitors by 
the local Bar Association. Mr. Ambler 
was toastmaster. The speakers and their 
subjects were: “The Woolsack,” Judge 
John H. Holt of Grafton; “The Gates 
Ajar,” Judge Okey Johnson; “The Law- 
yer’s Last Appeal,” Hon. W. P. Hub- 
bard; “The West Virginia Bar Associa- 
tion,” Hon. George C. Sturgiss; “The 
New Woman,” C. Wood Daily; “Our 
Guest,”’ Hon. 8. D. Thompson of St. 
Louis; “Congress and Circuit” Con- 
gressman A. G. Dayton; “Embarrassing 


Questions,” J. W. Vanderwort; “Justice 
of the Peace,” S. L. Flournoy. 

The next 
Charleston. 


meeting will be held at 
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Where they are—What they are doing—Whatis said 
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Professional news items. 
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NEW ENGLAND STATES. 


Bridgeport, Ct.—Edward T. Bucking- 
ham has opened an office here. 


New Haven, Ct.—James Fitzgerald of 
Meriden, has located here. 

New Haven, Ct.—Howard C. Webb 
has taken the place of William 8. Case 
in the firm of Case, Ely & Case, Mr. 
Case having been elected to the bench. 
The new firm is Case, Ely & Webb. 








Rockville, Ct.—Charles H. Matthews 
of New Haven has opened an office 
here. 

Bangor, Me.—Anse!l G. Lumbert of 


Houlton, has located here. 


Bar Harbor, Me—cC. B. Pinco has 
opened an office here. 

Bethel, Me.—Frederick R. Dyer of 
South Paris, has located here and 
formed a partnership with Judge Frye. 


Corinth, Me.—L. 
has located here. 

Danforth, Me.—W. E. Lewin of Houl- 
ton has located here. 

Dover, Me.—County Attorney Hayes 
and William A. Burgess have formed a 
partnership. 

Elisworth, Me.—B. B. 
opened an office here. 

Mars Hill, Me.—H. W. Saffard of Blaine 
has located here. 


Portland, Me.—A. A. Straub has prac- 
tically transferred his general law busi- 
ness from Boston to this city. He was 
the head of the firm of Straub & Cuol- 
idge. His son, Henry F. Straub will re- 
main in the Boston firm. Mr. Straub 
and C. A. Hight have formed a partner- 
ship here. 

Washburn, Me.—wW. 
opened an office here. 

Athol, Mass.—John F. Dervine, Jr., of 
West Gardner, has located here. 

Brockton, Mass.—W. Eugene Johnson 
has opened an office here. 


East Hampton, Mass.—Winslow H. 
Edwards has opened an office ,here. 


Fall River, Mass.— Milton 
has opened an office here. 

Haverhill, Mass.—Albert H. Martin of 
Franklin has opened an office here. 

Haverhill, Mass.—Franklin N. Newell 
and Malcolm H. T. Gall have formed a 
partnership. 

Lynn, Mass.—Peter A. 
opened an office in this city. 

Marlboro, Mass.—John F. Tighe has 
opened an office here. 

Springfield, Mass.—W. R. Heady and 
J. W. Flannery nave formed a partner- 
ship. 

Taunton, Mass.—John B. Tracy has 
opened an office here. 

Worcester, Mass.—Emil 
opened an office here. 

Manchester, N. H.—A. C. and Anson G. 
Osgood have formed a partnership. 

Barton, Vt.—Albert W. Forman has 
opened an office here. 

Bradford, Vt.—George A. Dickey has 
opened an office here. 


D. Jones of Brooks 


Whitcomb has 


B. Hall has 


D. Druce 


Breen has 


Zaeder has 


Brattleboro, Vt.—Col. Haskins and 
Anthony Schwaenks have formed a 
partnership. 

Burlington, Vt.—cC. C. Briggs has 


opened an office here. 

Burlington, Vt.—Frank E. Miles has 
opened an office here. 

Rutland, Vt.—Jones & Rice have dis- 
solved. 


West Berkshire. Vt.—Clarence Hull 
has opened an office here. 








awyers’ 
Surety Co. 


OF NEW YORK, 
MUTUAL LIFE BUILDING, 
Nos. 32, 34 and 36 Liberty Street, NEW YORK. 
Broot lyn Office, 166 Montague Street. 


Bonds and Undertakings of all Kinds 
BEQUIRED BY THE ( OURTS. 


The law allows fiduciaries to include in their ac- 
counts, as an administrative expense, the fee charged 
by this company for its suretyship upon their bonds, 
which are accepted by the Courts in place of two or 
more individual bondsmen. 

THIS IS THE ONLY COMPANY CONFINING ITS BUSI- 
NESS EXCLUSIVELY TO BONDS AND UNDERTAKINGS 
REQUIRED BY THE COURTS. iT DOES NOT IN- 
SURE THE FIDELITY OF EMPLOYEES, BECAUSE IT 
1S IMPRACTICABLE FOR THEM TO INDEMNIFY THE 
COMPANY AGAINST LOSS. 

JOEL B. ERHARDT, President. 


Telephone Call 22485 Courtlandt. 








MIDDLE STATES. 


Milford, Del.—Ex-Judge Marod of 
Dover has located here. 


Washington, D. C.—Elbert M. Rucker, 
Jr., of South Carolina, assistant attorney 
in the Interior Department, has resigned 
to practice law in this city. 

Bel Air, Md.—Herman Stump has re- 
sumed practice. 

Hagerstown, Md.—B. F. M. Hurley has 
resumed practice at this place. 

Paterson, N. J.—Wayne Dinnant has 
located here. 

Paterson, N. J.—William H. Doherty 
has opened an office here. 

Paterson, N. J.—Wayne Dumont of 
-Phillipsburg has opened an office here. 

Albany, N. Y.—Former Deputy Attor- 
ney-General Kisselburg will go to New 
York city to practice law. He declares 
that his resignation was due to his de- 
sire to make a change. 


Albany, N. Y.—Miss Maude Goodrich 
Fiero, daughter of J. Newton Fiero, one 
of ‘New York State’s most eminent law- 
yers and legal writers, was recently 
married to Fletcher W. Battershall. 


Albany, N. Y.—Since the death of 
Matthew Hale and the dissolution of the 
firm of Hale, Bulkeley & Tennant, 
Messrs. Patterson and Bulkeley have as- 
sociated with themselves Charles C. Van 
Kirk, late with Judge Gibson of Green- 
wich, Washington County. The new firm 
of Patterson, Bulkeley & Van Kirk will 
make a strong combination, and will no 
doubt sustain the high reputation of the 
various firms that have preceded it. 


Brooklyn, N. ¥Y.—Frank Gallagher has 
opened an office in the Garfield Building. 

Buffalo, N. Y.—Slater & Fennelly have 
dissolved. 

Buffalo, N. Y.—John Cunneen and E. 
Coatsworth have dissolved. 

Buffalo, N. Y.—L. A. Groat of Niagara 
Falis has located here, and has become 
the junior member of the firm of Rob- 
erts, Becker, Messer & Groat. 

Buffalo, N. Y.—Richard L. Ball and 
William B. Lynde have formed a part- 
nership. Ball & Lynde succeed the late 
firm of Ball & Rohr, which was ter- 
minated by the death of Mr. Rohr. 

Dundee, N. Y.—Harry B. Harpending 
has formed a partnership with his father, 
H. C. Harpending. 

Dunkirk, N. Y.—Richard V. Callan and 
James H. Van Buren have dissolved. 
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Geneva, N. Y.—Ditmars & Wyckoff 
have dissolved, Mr. Wyckoff becoming 
City Judge. 

Greenwich, N. Y.—William Ostrander 
of Schuylerville has located here, and 
formed a partnership with Frank H. Ma- 
son under the firm name of Ostrander & 
Mason. 

Hempstead, N. Y.—Harry Keith has 
opened an office here. 

Herkimer, N. Y.—Smith & Thomas 
have dissolved. 

Morristown, N. Y.—Thomas J. O’Brien 
has opened an office here. 

Newburgh, N. Y.—Graham Witschief 
has been admitted to the firm of Headly 
& McClung. 

New York City.—Robert K. Waller of 
Norwich, Ct., has located in this city 
with his father at 15 Wall street. 


New York City.—H. Gerald Chapin and 
Clarence McKenzie have formed a part- 
nership, with offices at 45 Pine street. 


New York City.—Thomas L. Hughes, 
for many years managing clerk for Shee- 
han & Collin, has been admitted to mem- 
bership of the firm. 


New York City.—Frank R. Lawrence, 

m R. Lawrence and Gordon T. 

Hughes have formed a partnership, with 
offices in the Equitable Building. 


New York City,—W. B. Cleary has re- 
tired from the firm of Cleary, Seufert & 
Adams, Cedar street. George G. Bradley 
has been admitted to the partnership un- 
der the firm name of Adams, Seufert & 
Bradley. 

New York City.—Mr. John Nicolson, 
Zdr., late of the well-known firm of Nico!- 
son & MacKethan, Savannah, Ga., has 
left the latter city to locate in the 
Greater New York. Mr. Nicolson is a 
member of the American Bar Associa- 
tion, and is a lawyer of considerable 
means as well as experience. He is a 
New Yorker by birth. Mr. MacKethan 
remains in Savannah. 


Perry, N. Y.—W. D. Olmsted of Dole- 
son has located here. 

Plattsburg, N. Y.—Thomas B. Cotter of 
Malone has located here and formed a 
partnership with Elmer F. Botsford. 

Rochester, N. Y.—W. W. Cantwell of 
Plattsburg has located here. 


Rochester, N. Y.—Joseph R. Webster 
has opened an office in the Chamber of 
Commerce Building. 

Rochester, N. Y.—Medcalf & Burns 
have dissolved. Edwin A. Medcalf and 
John D. Burns will practice separately, 
each having offices in the Ellwanger & 
Barry ‘building. 

Rochester, N. Y.—Fred C. Hanford, 
ex-Assistant District Attorney, has re- 
turned to Rochester and opened an 
office at 824 Powers Building, for the 
practice of law. 

Rochester, N. Y.—Frederick W. Smith 
and William J. Hawkins have formed a 
partnership under the firm name of 
Smith & Hawkins, with offices in the Bll- 
wood Building. This firm suceeds to the 
law business of Sullivan & Hawkins, 
who have dissolved partnership, the 
senior member, Josiah Sullivan, devoting 
his time to patent and corporation law, 
— offices at 31 and 32 Ellwood Build- 
ng. 

Schoharie, N. Y.—D. A. Hinman has 
opened an officeshere. 

Sidney, N. Y.—George A. Chamberlain 
of Stamford has located here. 

Syracuse, N. Y.—E. A. Hill has opened 
an office here. 

Syracuse, N. Y.—Frank J. Farrington, 
Jr., and Frank R. Walker have formed a 
partnership. 

Syracuse, N. Y.—H. D. Covill of Oswe- 
go and Thomas Dixon of Pulaski have 
located here and formed a partnership. 

Syracuse, N. Y.—The law firms of 


Kennedy & Smith and Carley & Turner 
have dissolved, and junior partners of 








both firms have formed a new firm under 
the name of Smith & Turner. Leon Car- 
ley anc William Kennedy retain their of- 
fices in the Wieting and Kirk blocks, 
and will continue their practice with no 
partner. 

Warsaw, N. Y.—Bartlett, Bartlett & 
Tozier have dissolved, Hayden H. Tozier 
retiring to accept position of Surrogate’s 
clerk. 

West Winfield, N. Y.—Frederick P. 
Pierce has opened an office here. 

Dover, Pa.—John Hutton and A. M. 
Daly have formed a partnership. 

Hollidaysburg, Pa.—Frederick Jaekel 
has opened an office here. 

Hummelstown, Pa.—H. B. Houck has 
opened an office here. 


Indiana, Pa. — Lowry, Forrester & 
Cribbs is a new firm here. 
Kutztown, Pa—Ira G. Kutz and 


Thomas Leidy have opened an office here. 


Lewistown, Pa.—H. J. Culbertson and 
Frederick Culbertson have formed a 
partnership. 


Pittsburg, Pa.—D. T. Watson, Johns 
McCleave, William Scott, George B. 
Gordon and J. H. White, prominent 
members of the Allegheny County bar, 
tendered a banquet recently to the 
judges of the Supreme Court of Pennsyl- 
vania, then sitting in Pittsburg. The 
dinner was entirely informal, and lasted 
till a little before midnight. The guests 
of honor were Chief Justice J. P. Sterrett 
and Associate Justices James T. Mitchell, 
Henry Green, D. N. Fell, John Dean and 
H. W. Williams. Following are the 
names of the remainder of the company: 
A. M. Byers, D. G. Stewart, A. H. Childs, 
Judge W. D. Porter, J. M. Swearingen, 
Judge 8S. A. McClung, T. M. Marshall, M. 
A. Woodward, Judge J. W. Over, Cal- 
vin Wells, John Dalzell, Judge J. W. F. 
White, J. D. McKennan, C. P. Orr, J. B. 
Jackson, J H. Reed, George Westing- 
house, T. C. Lazear, B. F. Jones, Judge 
J. M. Kennedy, John R. McGinley, S. W. 
Childs, J. J. Donnell, Judge E. M. Stowe, 
Clarence Burleigh, Judge R. 8. Frazer 
and M. W. Watson. 


Newport News, Va.—W. T. Moss and 
W. L. Hillyer have dissolved. 


Winchester, Va.—Herbert S. Larrick of 
Middletown has located here. 


———~__—__ 


SOUTHERN STATES. 


Falkville, Ala.—Blackwell & Troup is 
a new firm here. 

Pratt City, Ala—C. D. Comstock has 
located here. 

Atlanta, Ga.—Theodore Heller of New 
Jersey has located here with offices in 
the Gould building. 

Columbus, Ga.—Tol. Y. Crawford and 
— J. Wynn have formed a partner- 

p. 

Cordele, Ga.—Hill & Jones have dis- 

solved. 


Macon, Ga.—E. 8. Landers of Thomp- 
son has located here. 


Savannah, Ga.—W. N. Heyward, Jr., of 
South Carolina has located here and 
formed a partnership with Wiliam M. 
Heyward. 


Wagoner, I. T.—B. D. Gross of Chat- 
tanooga, Tenn., has located here. 


Raleigh, N. C.—J. Newton Holding and 
W. C. Douglass have dissolved. W. C. 
Douglass and Robert U. Simms have 
formed a partnership. 


Tillington, N. C.—W. H. Young has 
located here. 

Knoxville, Tenn.—John P. Rogers of 
Luttrell, Tenn., has located here and 
formed a partnership with Mr. Ailar, 
under the firm name of Rogers and 
Ailar. 

Lynchburg, Tenn.—James H. Halmon, 
R. A. Parks and Roy H. Parks have 
formed a partnership under the firm 
name of Halmon, Parks & Parks. 








| 


Maryville, Tenn.—James Gates and 
Samuel Nuchols have formed a part- 
nership. : 

Austin, Tex.—Fitzhugh Thornton has 
opened an office in the Littin Building. 

Charleston, 8. C.—Solicitor Sease and 
J. W. Nash have formed a partnership. 

—_~~+——_—_—_—_——_ 


CENTRAL STATES. 


Denver, Col.—E. E. McGintle and Mr. 
Edwards have formed a partnership. 

Astoria, Ill.—O’Hern, O’Hern & Derry 
is a new firm here. 

Bunker Hill, Ill.—James Mahoney has 
opened an office at this place. 

Chicago, Ill.—C. A. Bowles of Astoria 
has located here with his brother, Will. 
iam Bowles. 

Chicago, Il.—A. L. Gardner and Ron- 
dell W. Burns have formed a partner- 
ship. 

Chicago, Ill.—Judge Cyrus Herron of 
Topeka, Kan., and ex-Gov. Altgeld will 
form a partnership Jan. 1. 

Chicago, Ill.—Charles H. Coates of Ap- 
pleton, Wis., has associated himself with 
Cratty Bros., Jarvis and Cleveland. 


Chicago, Ill.—George A. Follansbee 
has had a very worthy compliment be- 
stowed upon him, by having recently 
been elected president of the Bar As- 
sociation of this city. Mr. Follansbee is 
a member of the firm of Hayne, Fol- 
lansbee & O’Connor, and whose firm is 
in the list of corporation attorneys in 
the American Lawyer. 

Danville, I1l.—W. R. Chambers and T. 
F. Flynn, doing business at Champaign 
under the firm name of Chambers & 
Flynn, have located here. 

Decatur, lll.—Wilson & Baldwin have 
dissolved. 

Le Roy, Ill.—Ear! Riddle of Colfax has 
located here. 

Lewistown, Ill.—Williams, 
Bell is a new firm here. 

Macomb, Ill.—Ira J. O’Hara of Carth- 
age has located here. 

Murphysboro, Ill.—R. E. Doty has 
opened an office here. 

Rochelle, Ill.—W. P. Landon has 
opened an office here. 

Springfield, Ill.—Charles Lilly of Tay- 
lorville has located here. 

Springfield, Ill.—H. C. Bell and Ira J. 
Bell have formed a partnership. 

Sycamore, Ill.—A. C. Cliffe of Frank- 
lin Grove has located here and formed 
a partnership with Thomas M. and 
James W. Cliffe, under the firm name 
of Cliffe Brothers. 

Taylorville, Ill.—William M. and Wal- 
ter M. Provine have formed a partner- 
ship. 

Waverly, Ill.—Thomas 
Onarga has located here. - 

Anderson, Ind.—William R. Myers has 
resumed the practice here. 

Bloomington, Ind.—John E. Edmondson 
and John H. Kelly have formed a part- 
nership, 

Columbia City, Ind.—Ivers W. Leonard 
and D. V. Whiteleather have dissolved. 

Crawfordsville, Ind.—West & Thomp- 
son have dissolved. Judge West, having 
been elected to the bench, Claude 
Thompson will practice alone. 

Fort Wayne, Ind.—Ivers W. Leonard of 
Columbia City has located here and 
formed a partnership with T. E. Ellison. 
This partnership will make one of the 
strongest in northern Indiana. 

Greensburg, Ind.—Roland &- Osborn 
have dissolved. 

Greensburg, Ind.—Hugh Wickens and 
John E. Osborne have formed a partner- 
ship under the firm name of Wickens & 
Osborne. 

Indianapolis, Ind.—J. L. Watkins of 
New Castle, has located here, and 
formed a partnership with Judge Mor- 
ris. 


Watts & 


F. Stevens of 
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BOND’S COMMERCIAL AGENCY. 


Central Offices, 1131-2-3-4-5-6 Unity Building, Chicago, Ill. 
COMMERCIAL LAW, COLLECTIONS AND REPORTS. 
Forwarding Department.—We do a large forwarding business for the best class of wholesale houses. 
Receiving Department.—We have a special department for the handling ot Chicago commercial law and collections, 


Publishing Department.—We publish “ BOND’S LEGAL DIRECTORY,” with monthly supplements. It con- 
tains the largest list of correspondents in publication. Correspondence solicited. Special rates to the trade on the 














1896 edition and to attorneys on the 1897 edition, which is now being compiled. 


CLIFFORD & MORE, General Counsel 
W. E. WALKER, Pres. and Manager. 








Kentland, Ind.—Palmer & Cunning- 
ham have dissolved. Mr. Cunningham 
has formed a partnership with James T. 
Saunderson, and Mr. Palmer has locat- 
ed at Monticello. 

Lafayette, Ind.—D. M. Boyle of Pierre, 
8S. D., has located here. 


La Porte, Ind.—Nye & O’Brien have 
dissolved. James O’Brien and Charies 
H. Truesdell have formed a partnership. 

Nappanee, Ind.—William Peddycard 
and E. L. De Camp have formed a part- 
nership. 

New Castle, Ind.—Harry Unthonk of 
Spiceland has located here. 


Rushville, Ind.—Puntenny & Barrett 
have dissolved. 


Wabash, Ind.—N. A. Stoddard and A. 
N. McCracken of Lansing, Mich., have 
located here. 

Carroll, Ia.—The firm of Salinger & 
Korte has opened an office at this place 
to engage in the general practice of law. 
Mr. B. I. Salinger, the senior member 
(who is at present the Supreme Court 
reporter), formerly lived at Manning, 
and George W. Korte, who lives here, 
was formerly county attorney. This 
combimation of legal talent is a strong 
one and starts out under the brightest 
auspices. Their omces here are being 
fitted up in a most convenient and at- 
tractive style, and will contain a library 
of 2,000 volumes. Mr. Korte will have 
charge of the collection department, 
which will be well equipped for the 
handling of all business pertaining to 
commercial collections. This firm re- 
spectfully solicits the patronage of mer- 
cantile houses, attorneys and others. 


Clarinda, Ia.—T. E. and A. B. Clark 
have formed a partnership. 

Dubugqre, Ia.—J. R. Lindsay and W. B. 
Allison, Jr., have formed a partnership. 

Griswold, Ia.—Charies A. Higgins of 
Lincoln, Til, has located here and pur- 
chased the business of John E. Thomp- 
son. 

Jefferson, Ia.—T. A. Mugan has opened 
an office here for the general practice of 
law. He was formerly in the law office of 
Russell & Toliver at this place and is a 
graduate of the State University. Mr. 
Mugan has started out under very prom- 
ising auspices and is well adapted to the 
profession he has chosen. With a de- 
partment well equipped for the handling 
of commercial business, Mr. Mugan re- 
spectfully solicits patronage. 

Knoxville, Ia—L. N. Hays and 
Charles Amos have formed a partner- 
ship under the firm name of Hays & 
Amos. 

Letts, Ia.—Perry T. McVay has opened 
an office here. 

Havelock, Ia.—William A. Adams of 
Sutherland has located here. 

Mt. Pleasant, Ia.—Max Babb has 
formed a partnership with his father, 
W. L. Babb, under the firm name of 
Babb & Babb. 

Pleasant Corners, Ia.—Phillip Goettel- 
man and Peter Courtney have opened an 
Office here. 

Waterloo, Ia.—J. B, Howery has opened 
an office here. 

Burlington, Kan, —T. A. Wiseman has 
opened an office here. 





Chetopa, Kan.—C. W. Butterworth has 
opened an office here. 

Garnett, Kan.—Kirk & Bronston is a 
new firm here. 

Hutchinson, Kan.—W. M. Whitelaw 
and J. W. Rose have formed a partner- 
ship. 

Hutchinson, Kan.—Le Roy Kramer of 
Wichita has located here and formed a 
partnership with Frederick W. Casner. 

Topeka, Kan.—Arthur Callaham of 
Weir City has located here. 

Bardwell, Ky.—John K. Hendrick will 
move to Paducah Jan. 1. 

Hopkinsville, Ky.—Ford L. Wilkinson 
has located here. 

Labanon, Ky.—Clem 
boro has located here. 

Louisville, Ky.—Chapman Young and 
Rowan Hardin have formed a partner- 
ship. 

Louisville, Ky.—Joseph K. Chambers 
has opened offices in the Louisville Trust 
building. 

Paris, Ky.—Samuel B. Rogers and 
Thomas E. Moore have formed a part- 
nership. 

Detroit, Mich.—Alfred Hunt of Grand 
Rapids has located here. 


Detroit, Mich.—James J. Brown and 


Hill of Owens- 


Mr. Peters of Manistique have formed a 


partnership to practice here. 


Farwell, Mich.—E. E. and E. P. Turner 
of Coleman have located here and formed 
a partnership with H. A. Bixby under 
the firm name of Turner, Bixby & Tur- 
ner. 

Imlay, Mich.—Smith & Schuman have 
dissolved. 

Lansing, Mich.—Albert E. Cowles and 
Lewis M. Miller have formed a partner- 


ship. 
Marshall, Mich.—Percy Kenyon of Elk- 
hart, Ind., has located here. 


Ortonville, Minn.—P. J. Chase of the 
firm of Cole & Chase of Bowling Green, 
O., has located here and formed a part- 
nership with A. J. Parker. 

St. Paul, Minn.—J. H. Meek has re- 
sumed the practice. 

Joplin, Mo.—Qualey & Joplin of Mo- 
berly have located here. 

Kansas City, Mo.—T. H. Ensor of 
Savannah, has become a member of the 
firm of Davis, Ensor & Davis. The firm 
is composed of Alfred J. Davis, T. H. 
Ensor and 8S. J. Davis. 

Kansas City, Mo—A. T. Dumm of 
Salisbury has located here. 

Kansas City, Mo.—Charles Nichols of 
Independence has located here. 

Keytesville, Mo.—L. N. Dempsey and 
John P. Shaughnessy have formed a 
partnership. 

La Plata, Mo.—W. H. McDavitt has 
opened an office here. 


Liberty, Mo.—Robert W. 
has opened an office here. 


St. Louis, Mo.—Max Koenigsberg of 
Denver has located here. 


Bellefontaine, O.—Thomas L. Wright 
and 8. J. Southard have formed a part- 
nership. : 


McClelland 





Canton, Ohio.—Abraham Agler of Wil- 
mot has located here. 

Canton, O.—James A. Rice has opened 
an office in the City National Bank 
building. 

Conneaut, O.—Frederick L. Monk of 
Ashtabula has located here, and formed 

Dayton, O.—Frank McConn and Fred. 
erick W. Beekman have formed a part- 
nership. 

Dayton, O.—Henning & Henning have 
established offices in Callahan Bank 
building. 

Lima, O.—Robert W. Thrift has opened 
an office here. 

Lima, O.—Becker & Bryan have dis- 
solved, M. L. Becker and F. C. Becker 
have formed a partnership. 

Macon, O.—E. S. Sanders of Thompson 
has located here. 

Newton Falls, O.—Harry E. King has 
opened an office here. 


Springboro, O.—Attorney Detwiller of 
Dayton has located here. 

Toledo, O.—Wilber A. Owen of Quincy, 
Mich., has located here. 

Toledo, O.—C. A. Seiders of the firm of 
Seiders, Seiders & Waters of Paulding, 
has located here, and entered the firm of 
Doyle & Lewis. 

Van Wert, O.—Edward Stitz has 
opened an office in this city. 

Warren, O.—W. A. Spill has opened an 
office here. 


Washington C. H., O.—Frank M. and 
Rell G. Allen have formed a partnership. 

Zanesville, O.—R. L. Holland has 
opened an office here. - 

Chamberiain, S. D.—John H. King and 
Edwin Green have formed a partnership. 

Sioux Falls, S. D.—Parlimon & Carle- 
ton have dissolved. 

Sioux Falls, S. D.—Frank R. Aikens 
and Harold E. Judge have formed a 
partnership. 

Sioux Falls, S. D.—Aikens, Bailey & 
Voorhees have dissolved, Mr. Aikens re. 
tiring, Charles R. Bailey and John H, 
Voorhees succeeding to the business, un-~ 
der the name of Bailey & Voorhees. 

Iola, Wis.—H. J. Severson has located 
here. 

Milwaukee, Wis.—Austin, Hamilton & 
Bading have dissolved. 

Milwaukee, Wis.—George J. and Will- 
iam J. Carroll have formed a partner- 
ship, with offices in the new Insurance 
building. 

Plainfield, Wis.—Walter D. Carrigan of 
Waupaca, has located here. 


—_—- ~~ | 
PACIFIC STATES. 

Los Angeles, Cal—D. P. Hatch, John 
M. Miller and Herbert C. Brown have 
dissolved. 

Randsburg, Cal.—F. B. Goodbody, of 
Los Angeles, partner of Johnston Jones, 
has located here. 

Riverside, Cal.—M. Estudillo has opened 
an office here. 

San Francisco, Cal.—D. M. Delmas and 
S. M. Shortridge have dissolved. 

San Francisco, Cal.—Frederick J. 
White of San Diego has located here. 
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San Francisco, Cal.—E. A. Bridgford 
of Colusa has located here and formed a 
partnership with Thomas J. Clunie. 


Livingston, Mont.—J. W. Kelly of 
Seneca, Ill., has located here. 

Guthrie, Okla. Ter—A. Meacham and 
Cc. T. Keller have formed a partnership. 

El Reno, Okla. Ter.—A. S. Landermilk 
of Indianapolis has located ‘uere, and 


formed a partnership with John H. 
Pitzer. 


La Grande, Ore.—Leroy Lomax of 
Union has located here, and formed a 
partnership with Finn & Ivanhoe under 
the firm name of Finn, Ivanhoe & Lo- 
max. 

Pendleton, Ore.—Thomas Fitzgerald, 
of Port Townsend has located here. 

Pendleton, Ore—James Smith has 
opened an office here. 

Pocatello, Utah.—H. V. A. Ferguson of 
Salt Lake has located here. 


————_—99> 
CANADA. 


Victoria, B. C.—Charles H. Tupper and 
Frederick Peters have located here and 
formed a partnership. 

New Castle, N. B.—Charles R. Mitchell 
and L. J. Tweedie have formed a part- 
nership. 

Cornwall, Ont.—P. J. Moloney of Perth 
has located here. 

Hamilton, Ont.—L. C. Smith and F. 
R. Martin have dissolved. 

Kingston, Ont. — D. A. Givens has 
opened an office here. 


LAW SCHOOLS. 


Items from the Law Schools, their Faculty. M - 
Course of Instruction. Seve 











The Law Department of the Univer- 
sity of Pennsylvania has purchased a 
plot of ground on which will be built 

@ law school. It will be a fine struc- 
core and will cost about $300,000. 


The Cleveland Law School opened in 
the magnificent Mohawk Building Sept. 
29, with a junior class of about thirty 
bright, active, « students. The Dwight 
method of instruction will be used, the 
lectures being delivered by prominent 
members of the bench and bar of the 
Forest City. The opening exercises con- 
sisted of short addresses by the mem- 
bers of the faculty and an address of 
some length by Attorney-General Frank 
8. Monett. The length of the course 
will be three years. The students have 
organized a society, the object of which 
is the acquisition of skill in public 
speaking and debate. 


Toledo, Ohio, is to have a preparatory 
law school. The first meeting was held 
in the office of Geo. F. Wells, in the 
Spitzer building, C. M. Copper, 19 Thir- 
teenth street, is the promoter of this 
very laudable institution. The object is 
to fit young men who have not their en- 
tire time to devote to the study of law 
for the senior course at Ann Arbor. The 
school will also include classes in pre- 
paratory branches of English, Latin and 
business instruction as.well. Mr. Wells 
will serve as preceptor for the present, 
and in view of the fact that already, 
through Mr. Copper’s efforts, a good- 
sized class has been secured, arrange- 
ments will soon be made for permanent 
headquarters, and regular classes with 
competent instructors will be organized. 
There will for the present be two meet- 
ing nights a week, one for legal instruc- 
tion and the other for teaching business 
methods. The project has met with con- 
siderable encouragement, and Mr. Cop- 
per feels confident of ultimate success. 








and his firm. 





BOOK REVIEW. 


A minute book for the meeting of New 
York corporations, edited by Charles 
F. Bostwick and H, Gerald Chapin, 
New York: The Broun-Green Com- 
pany, 

A well-arranged minute book is one of 
the essentials to the satisfactory trans- 
action of business by a New York cor- 
poration, as no one Knows when the 
corporate records may have to be pro- 
duced in court, it having been decided 
that they may be received in evidence 
against a party who might have been 
present at the meeting. (Pier v. George, 
20 Hun 210; Blake v. Griswold, 103 N. Y. 
429; Highland Turnpike Co. v. McKean, 
10 Johns 154; Dent v. North American 
Steamship Co., 49 N. Y. 390; Wood v. 
Jefferson County Bank, 9 Cow. 194; Mc- 
Farlan v. Triton Ins. Co., 4 Denio 392). 
Too often are the minutes carelessly 
drawn, and many of the procedings of 
the meeting either improperly recorded 
or not recorded at all, so that after a 
lapse of time when events have faded 
from recollection it affords an opportun- 
ity for many questions to arise re- 
specting precisely what was done. 

To remedy this and numerous other 
defects which ordinarily creep into the 
corporate records, a minute book has 
beeg prepared by Messrs. Charles F. 
Bostwick and H. Gerald Chapin of the 
New York bar for the use of corpora- 
tions, containing forms for the minutes 
of the first meetings of incorporators 
and subscribers, by-laws, certificates of 
stock, minutes of first meetings of di- 
rectors, of subsequent meetings, and of 
annual meetings of stockholders and in- 
cludes the certificate of incorporation, 
proxies, waivers of notices of meetings, 
ete., etce., blanks being left for the in- 
sertion of the necessary data. 

This is not, as it might be thought, a 
mere book of forms to be copied by the 
party desiring to prepare the papers in 
question, but are intended to constitute 
the minutes themselves, the cover being 
stamped with the name of the corpora- 
tion. 

A corporate calendar is also attached 
giving notice of the times for sending 
out notices of meetings, for their pub- 
lication, for making returns for local 
and State taxes, for paying taxes in 
time to obtain rebate or to escape pen- 
alty, etc., etc., thus guarding against 
the omission of any of these matters. 

After a careful review of the work in 
question we deem ourselves justified in 
declaring it a most valuable one, evinc- 
ing an intimate knowledge on the part 
of the compilers with the practice of 
corporation law. Much has been writ- 
ten concerning all features of the latter, 
but the subject has hitherto been treat- 
ed almost exclusively along theoretical 
lines. It remains, as the authors have 
done, in this instance, to write more 
upon the question of the actual practice 
concerning details of the management 
of a corporation, as it is these questions 
that are constantly arising—the great 
desire to find “just how to do things’’— 
to which the majority of text books 
give no satisfactory answer. 

The book is handsomely bound in half 
russia, cloth sides ($6), and full russia 
($10), and is one which it is certainly 
not advisable for a corporation to dis- 
pense with. 





——~_ 


CREDIT MEN AND CREDIT ASSO- 
CIATIONS. 


The National Association of Agricul- 
tural Implement and Vehicle Manufac- 
turers, which held its fourth annual 
meeting at Detroit, Oct. 5 and 6, has 
caused to be printed the very thought- 
ful address delivered before it by Thom- 
as Cratty, Chicago, of the firm of Crat- 
ty Bros., Jarvis & Cleveland, upon the 
subject of credits. It is a very pretty 
and deserving compliment to Mr. Cratty 
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therein wil) be accorded on terms by 
communicating with the publishers. 
YALE UNIVERSITY LAW SCHOOL..New Haven, Conn. 
Denver University Law School.......... Denver, Colo. 
Columbian University ............. Washington, D. 0. 
Atlanta Law School...................... Atlanta, Ga 
CHICAGO COLLEGE OF LAW ...........-.. Chicago, Tl. 
CHICAGO ye Wins coe teesvndsnaes Chicago, I! 
Geo. W. Warvelle, LL.D., Dean. Preparatory 
course. Under-Graduate Course of three years 
leads to LL Bar.  Post- 
alerts Gaia Tay eum EL So 
e ress 
115 ° 
ILLINOIS COLLEGE OF LAW.............. Chicago, Il. 


Ill. Wesleyan Univ'’sity Law School Bloomington, Ind. 

LAW DEPT., STATE ery OF IOWA IowaCity, Ia. 
Course of 8 y extends through two school years 
of nine months each. Four give their 
entire time to the school. 960 per 
State and Federal Cours Graduation 


to 

‘ederal Courts. For annual announee- 

ment, or other information, address Emin 
McCain, Iowa City, Iowa. 


Garfield University Law School............... Kansas 
Louisville University Law School. ..... Louisville, Ky 
Tulane University Law School...... New Orleans, La 
Baltimore University Law School...... Baltimore, Md 


University of Maryland, Law Dept. ...Baltimore, Ma. 
BOSTON UNIVERSITY LAW SCHOOL....Boston, Mass. 


HARVARO LAW SCHOOL ...........- Cambridge, Mass. 
University of Michigan, Law Dept.: Ann Arbor, Mich. 
Detroit Law School...................s-. Detroit, Mich. 
St. Louis Law School..................- St. Louis, Mo 
ALBANY LAW SCHOOL........... vesaue Albany, N. Y 
Buffa'o Law School.............-..-.-+« Buffalo, N 

CORNELL LAW SCHOOL................. Ithaca, N. Y 


Metropolis Law School ....... New York City, N. ¥ 
New York Law School.......... New York City, N. Y 
University Law School........ -New York City, N. Y 


Allen University Law School.......... Columbia, 8. C. 

University of Texas, Law Dept . .... Austin, Texas. 

LAW DEPARTMENT, UNIVERSITY OF VIRGINIA...... 
eneddbeoushsgnneseouipossusesse Charlottesville, Va. 


The session begins September 15th, and continues 
nine months. sue Saneee Se Se Te Sie 
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covers two sessions. 

M. TuHoryrtox, L L. D., Chairman of Faculty. 
Richmond College, Law Dept .......... Richmond, Va. 
Wisconsin University Law School...... Madison, Wis. 
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SESSIONS EACH WEEK BAY EVENING. 
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ELMER E. BARRETT, LL. B. 
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Incidents Connected With Judges 
and Lawyers. 
Had Daniel Webster Down Fine. 


Some years ago an Bastern farmer, in 
trying to repeat Webster’s dying words, 
“T still live,”” gave an amusing render- 
ing of the spirit if not the exact letter 
of the phrase. A gentleman had re- 
marked to him, “Life is very uncertain.” 

“Ah, yes,”’ replied the farmer, “that's 
true, every word of it, and, by the way, 
captain, that makes me think of what 
one of your big Massachusetts men said 
when he died a spell ago.” 


“Who was it?” inquired the captain. 
“Well, I don’t jist call his name now, 


but at any rate he was a big politicianer 
and lived near Boston somewhere. My 
newspaper said that when he died the 
Boston folks put his image in their win- 
dows and had a funeral for a whole day.”’ 

“Perhaps it was Webster,” suggested 
the captain. 


“Yes, that’s his name! Webster, Gen. 
Webster. Strange I could not think on it 
afore, but he got off a good thing just 
before he died. He riz up in bed and, 
says he, ‘I ain't dead yet!’ ’"—Green Bag. 


“Yes, indeed, the courts hold that ig- 
norance of the law is no excuse. I learned 
that by bitter experience.”’ 

“You were ignorant of the law?’ 

“No, but my lawyer was.” 


Counsellor Quibble—Law, my boy? 
Why, this whole universe is an example 
of the reign of law. 

Young Gibby—Maybe; but there are no 
fool legislature assembled every now 
and then in the realm of nature!—Truth. 


Attorney—Have you formed or ex- 
pressed an opinion concerning this 
case? 

Venireman—No, sir, I haven’t formed 
or expressed an opinion about anything 
for eighteen months. I'm the janitor of 
a woman's club.—Chicago Tribune. 


A Swede came into a New York law- 
yer’s office the other day and asked: 

“Is hare ben a lawyer’s place?” 

“Yes; I'm a lawyer.” 


“Well, Maister Lawyer, I tank I shall 
have a paper made.” 

“What kind of a paper do you want?” 

“Well, I tank I shall have a mortgage. 
You see, I buy me a piece of land from 
Nels Petersen, and I want a mortgage 
on it.” 

“Oh, no. You don’t want no mortgage; 
what you want is a deed.” 

“No, Maister Lawyer; I tank I want 
mortgage. You see, I buy me two pieces 
of land before, and I got deed for dem, 
and ‘nother faller come along with mort- 
gage and tae the land; so I tank I bet- 
ter get mortgage this time.” 


Jasper—There is a funny thing about 
lawmaking in this country. 

Jumpuppe—What’s that? 

Jasper—Congress first makes the laws, 
and then has to get the Supreme Court 
to tell what they mean. 


Down Fine—Have you a fine law prac- 
tice, Cribley? 

“I should say so. If it were much finer 
there wouldn’t be anything of it.’’—De- 
troit Free Press. 


“Is young Hoyeley much of a lawyer? 

“No, he isn’t any good at all. I em- 
ployed him in a case a short time ago 
and he didn’t say at thing to the counsel 
for the other side that a gentleman could 
object to.” 


In a dispute between the Indians and 
the cannery men, according to the Seat- 


itle ‘“Post-Intelligencer,”’ 
was called as a witness, and the way in 





a Mr. March 


which he gave his testimony proved 
puzzling to the lawyers. 


“How long have you been in this part 


of the country, Mr. March?’ 
“Forty, forty-five, fifty, fifty-five 
years.” 


“Fifty-five years,” said the lawyer, and 
then, as if he were addressing Chris- 
topher Columbus, asked: 


“And what did you discover, Mr. 
March?” 

“A dark-visaged savage.” 

“Dark-visaged savage, eh? Yes, and 


what did you say to him?’ 

“Remember, witness,” 
claimed the attorney for 
“you are on oath.” 


“There ain’t no danger of my forget- 
tin’ it,” replied the witness, sullenly, 
“I’m teilin’ the truth for nothin’ when 
I could have made 15 shillings by lyin’ 
for your side of the case, and you know 
it.’—London Tit-Bits. 


sharply ex- 
the defense, 


Lovejoy, Sampson & Malevinskl of Gal- 
veston, Ten., recovered a judgment of 
$14,000 recently for their client, James 
Bohan, for injuries sustained by him in 
the breaking of a platform on the tender 
of a Galveston, Houston & Henderson 
switch engine. Among the witnesses on 
the stand was an engineer on the Gal- 
veston, Houston & Henderson road. In 
the course of his employment as an en- 
gineer he got mixed up in an accident, as 
a result of which his hearing is some- 
what impaired. For this he has instituted 
suit against the Galveston, Houston & 
Henderson for damages. During exami- 
nation by Mr. Davidson, the attorney for 
tnat company, he (Mr. Davidson) re- 
ferred to this suit about as follows: 

“You have a suit against the company, 
Mr. Fletcher?” 

“Yes, sir.”’ 

“How much do you claim?’ 

“Claim! Claim! The whole road if I 
can get it. But I want it free from in- 
debtedness.” 


“You want the company to pay off all 
the indebtedness and give you the road?” 

“Yes, sir—if I can get it.” 

“Has the suit been compromised yet?” 

“I don’t know. My lawyers haven’t 
said anything about it if they have.” 

“Well,” continued Mr. Davidson, “you 
know that sometimes we lawyers stand 
in cahoots.” 


“Mr. Fletcher,” interposed Mr. Love- 
joy of the plaintiff's counsel, “we have 
not told you that we have compromised 
the case.” 

“wo, sir; or if you did you might have 
told me on the quiet and I failed to hear 
it.” 

The general cutburst of laughter which 
followed somewhat astonished the wit- 
ness, and, putting his hand to his deaf 
ear, he whispered very audible: “Where’s 
the joke? I like to laugh myself some- 
times.” 

—7—_—_o—C—ED + ee 


RECENT DEATHS. 


Little, Livingston, Ala. 
Lester, Atkins, Ark 


James H. 
J. Fi 


Samuel R. White, Pine Bluff, Ark. 
Judge M. T. Sanders, Helena, Ark. 
Hiram C. Truesdale, Phoenix, Ariz. 
Leopold Lefebre, Oakland, Cal. 
Edward P. Cole, San Francisco, Cal. 
Judge J. T. Mills, Denver, Col. 

J. V. Biles, Florence, Col 

Judge A. H. Wells, Sedalia, Col. 


Judge William M. Slaughter, Loveland, Col. 
J. D. Plunkett, New Haven, Ct. 

John B. Ward, New Haven, Ct. 

Ex-Gov. James Ponder, Milton, Del. 

Charlies E. Hovey, Washington, D. C. 

John M. Langston (colored), Washington, D. C. 
Robert B. Lewis, Washington, D. C. 
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SECOND-HAND Order. 


WILLIAMSON LAW BOOK C0., 


ROCHESTER, N. Y. 





Am. & Eng.Corp'n') Cases, lot 5Vols. and | Digest 630 00 
“0 « * 25 0a 


““- « “ “ “5 “ ” “ 


“6 “ “ “mu . 
“g« 
“6 * 


“- . “ 


“ « oo “ 


American Criminal Reports, ist,7 Vols ............. 1 
“ oe “ oe 5 oe 


“ “ . 


6 
3 
4 
7 
© | OO seccoseneses 4 
3 
6 
a 


MO UONG. ... coccccece 1 


“ Bb 


Eastern Reporter, lat, 7 Vols................. s-s0.0- 174 
Howard’s N.\ . Practice Reports, lst. 27 Vols....... 6 50 
Kansas Reports, 38 Vols. and 1 Digest... ......... -76 oe 


Library of Text Books on nearly 200 subjects, in 


TES Websasersescisehites’ dtngscrnnndobaenatdiasmie 65 00 
Law and Equity Reporter, ist, 24 Vols.............. 123 06 
‘Mass. Reports, ist, 41 Vols., less Vols. 34, 35, 38, 39, 

RE is anannshanasnagesies nda saanaucouhated -18 56 

Reports, Vols. 41 to 81, inclusive .......... 40 00 
Moak’s English Reports, ist, 12 Vols................. 3 00 
Moak’s English Reports. 1st, 35 Vols........... ..... 25 06 
Myer’s Federal Decisions, 3 Vols ................... 40 Ou 
Maryland Reports, 24 Vols. im 12 ................ .... 36 6a 
N.Y. Common Law Keports, 79 Vols. in 88. ......... 45 06 
N.Y. Chancery Reports. 32 Vols. in 7 bouks......... 32 00 
Northeastern Reporter, ist, 17 Vols ................. 8S 56 
Northeastern Reporter, ist, 23 Vols.................. 18 66 
Peters U. 8. 8. C. Reports, 16 Vols................... s 00 
Patent Office Reports, 56 Vols. 
Patent Office Gazette to 1890 papledcmixedainnadiiel 150 00 
Patent Office Index to 1890 
Southwestern Reporter, ist, 17 Vols................. 17 06 
Southwestern Reporter, ist, 27 Vols.................. 46 06 
Hill’s N.Y. Common Law Reports, 7 Vols........... 3206 
Denio’s N.Y. Common Law Reports, 5 Vols......... 2506 
Cowen’s N.Y. Common Law Reports, 9 Vols........ 450 





WILLIAMSON LAW BOOK CO., 


ROCHESTER, N. Y. 


THE EUREKA CLIP. 


The most useful article ever in- 
vented for the purpose, Indis- 
— to Lawyers, Editors, 

tudents, Bankers, Insurance 
Companies and business men 
generally. Does not mutilate 
the paper. Can be used repeat- 
edly. In boxes of roo for ag 
cents. To be had of all Book- 
sellers, Stationers and Notion 
dealers. Sample card by mail. 


Manufactured by 


Consolidated Safety Pin Company, 


Bex 92 Bloomfield, New Jersey. 
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James E. Macfarlard, Washington, D. C. 

Judge Thomas F. Miller, Washington, D. C. 

Henry N. Obear of Obear & Douglas, Wash- 
ington, D. C. 

C. Z. Blalock, Atlanta, Ga. 

Judge Joseph G. Evans, Athens, Ga. 

John A. Moore, Dalton, Ga. 

N. P. Wade, Sylvania, Ga. 

Homer N. Hibbard, Chicago, II. 

Judge E. S. Holbrook, Chicago, Ill. 

Harry E. Pratt, Chicago, Ill. 

Charles G. Berry, Danville, Ill. 

Zelotes Cooley, Galecburg, Ill. 

Hiram Beaver, Elwood, Ind. 

Judge Horace Carbin, Plymouth, Ind. 

Albert Phillips, Independence, Ia. 

Judge Joel Bailey, Manchester, Iowa. 

Charles E. Boardman, Marshalltown, Ia. 

Judge Elisha Randall, Mason City, Ia. 

J. F. Herman, Olathe, Kan. 

Judge W. P. Douthitt, Topeka, Kan. 

Buck Abbott, Louisville, Ky. 

W. R. Abbott, Louisville, Ky. 

J; E. Dromgoole of Tennessee, at 


Z. W. Bugg, Wickliffe, Ky. 

J. Q. A. Fellows, New Orleans, 
John M. Adams, Portland, Me. 
E. T. Coffin, Skowhegan, Me. 
Judge Eli Scott, Baltimore, Md. 
John J. Wade, Baltimore, Md. 
John B. Wentz, Baltimore, Md. 
William S. Wilson, Snow Hill, Md. 

Joseph M. Day, Barnstable, Mass. 

John H. P. Ahern, Boston, Mass. 

Micah Dyer, Jr., Boston, Mass. 

Judge Thomas Leverett Nelson, Boston, Mass. 
Judge Simon J. Treat, Rockport, Mass. 
George E. Wasey, Detroit, Mich. 

James C. Wood, Jackson, Mich. 

Free Estee, Mount Pleasant, Mich. 

F. N. Neal, Junction City, Minn. 

Judge J. W. Halleman, Purvis, Miss. 

W. H. Letcher, Kansas City, Mo. 

Judge Sheffield, Springfield, Mo. 

Judge Cecil Scott, St. Louis, Mo. 

Horace R. Buck, Helena, Mont. 

Ex-Judge Henry McMurphy, Butte, Mont. 
Wayne B. Carlisle, Miles City, Mont. 

Charles Brandes, Omaha, Neb. 

Charles W. Jones, Carson, Nev. 

Eliphalet S. Nutter, Concord, N. H. 

W. B. Faulcon, Littleton, N. H. 

Charlies Gathren, Red Bank, N. J. 

Joseph Alward, Elizabeth, N. J. 

Judge Alfred Walling, Jr., Keyport, N. J. 
Judge Thomas A. Meegan, Albany, N. Y. 
Dwight Johnson, Brooklyn, N. Y. 

Henry S. Bellows, Brooklyn, N. Y. 

Henry M. Birkett, Brooklyn, N. Y. 

Henry A. Meyenborg, Brooklyn, N. Y. 
Lyman B. Smith, Buffalo, N. Y. 

Gideon W. Davenport, New Rochelle, N. Y. 
Horace Barnard, New York city. 

Birdsall Bouck, New York city. 

John C. Bullitt, Jr., of Duluth, at New York 


city. 
Alfred H. Byrd, New York city. 
James A. Donegan, New York city. 
Edward Dumond, New York city. 
Henry C. Dorr, New York city. 
George W. Field, Walnut Grove, Va. 
James G. Gardiner, New York city. 
Theodore N. Melvin, New York city. 
Charles W. Plyer, New York city. 


Cc. E. K. Royce, San Francisco, Cal., at New 
York city. 


Charles Snyder, Rawlins, Utah. 

Josiah A. Hyland, Oneida, N. Y. 

Laren B. Sessions, Panama, N. Y. 

W. J. Bellen, Rochester, N. Y. 

George Blodgett, Schenectady, N. Y. 

Sanford Adams, Stanford, N. Y. 

George A. Brandreth, Sing Sing, N. Y. 
Justice Miller of Miller, Hall & Hartwell, Troy, 


Thomas L. Clingman, Raleigh, N. C. 
A, R. Wartham, Raleigh, N. C. 

Henry K. Nash, Tarboro, N. C. 
Samuel Smith, Cincinnati, O. 

William H. Van Skaik, Dayton, Ohio. 
Rollo C. Perry, Marion, Ohio. 
W. N. Ayers, Marysville, O. 
— Carolus F. Voorhees, 

0. 

Attorney Van Martin, Stillwater, O. T. 
Judge T. A. Stephens, Portland, Ore. 
D. 8S. Nangle, Beaver. Pa. 

Ex-Judge Isaiah Woolston, Camden, Pa 


Mayfield, 


La. 


Millersburg, 








George D. McDowell, Chambersburg, Pa. 
Ex-Judge Samuel Hepburn, Carlisle, Pa. 
John G. Hartley, Indiana, Pa, 
Lorenzo E. Burgess, Watsontown, Pa. 
Judge Patrick J. Galvin, Newport, R. I. 
Judge A. S. Westcott, Providence, R. I 
N. F. Dixon, Westerley, R. I. 
Judge James S. Cathran, Abbeville, 8S. C. 
Octavius J. Mackie, Charleston, 8. C. 

8. P. Hamilton, Columbia, 8. C., 

Robert E. Thompson, Nashville, Tenn. 
Richard Pye, Beeville, Texas. 
J. O. Davis, Dallas, Texas. 
John S. Kennedy, Fort Worth, Tex. 

Charles T. Renn, Houston, Tex. 
Judge M. D. Herring, Waco, Tex. 

Judge James D. Blackham, Silver City, Utah, 
Philip Battell, Middlesex, Vt. 

. A. Parks, St. Johnsbury, Vt. 
Judge Thomas Keefe, Windsor, Vt. 
James D. Johnson, Roanoke, Va. 
Judge Henrie W. Brazie, Fayetteville, W. Va. 
Judge C. G. Boalt, Algoma, Wis. 
J. N. Rogers, Berlin, Wis. 
Ex-Judge W. D. Conklin, Fond du Lac, Wis. 

8. 


. X. Brands, Wausau, Wis. 
Chief Justice Conway of Cheyenne, Wyo. 


WANTED AND FOR SALE. 


Notices of Partner Wanted. For Sale, Etc., 
will be inserted ander t lines or under, 











answers to be 
AGENCY, Box 411. New York City. 


FOr SALE.—A snap for some lawyer that wants an 
established location in county seat in Central Iowa. 
Law business. law librsry, an effice complete, and 
large new residence, at a great bargain for cash. 
son for selling ill-health ; any person who has $5,000 to 
invest and wants a location where there is work in- 
volving $40,000 on hand; please address ‘Iowa Law- 
Yer,” care American Lawyers’ Agency. 


WANSTED.—A young attorney of good 








ce. desires to make an arrap ent with attorney 

do office clerical work and = pee. for 

fair percentage of net profits. Best of references. 
Address: “‘B,” care American Lawyers’ Agency. 





1893. ‘Are wanted to complete volnmes for the library 
of a law school. Address P. O. Box 411, care Amer- 
ican Agency. 


e™.. 8 @ 
All American 
Cases 


Arranged by topics, 


by jurisdiction, 
by dates, 

In the Century 

Digest. 


VOL. | NOW READY. 
WEST PUBLISHING CO. 


eo” o™. 6 


C1756b 














Bargains in Typewriters. 
Business men can save much valu- 
able time by using a typewriver. 
You will not be without one after 


once using. We furnish Remi 
Smiths, Hesamonds and all standard 





rented at $3 monthly. We also ex- 
change and buy for cash. Desks, 

lies at reduced ces. Send postal for 
all standard mac 


hines. 
headquarters for the “ American Standard 
Pitman Shorthand Publicatio”s.”—Price list free. 





Address Consolidated Typewriter Exchange, [ 


245 Broadway, New York City. 





OF INTEREST TO CORPORATIONS. 


ee ee ee ee a a 

In many States of the Union laws have been enacted 
prescribing certain duties to be performed by foreign 
corporations which contemplate doing business in such 
States, and affixing certain penalties for non com. 
Pliance, and, in some instances, going 80 fat as to pro. 
hibit by judicial proceedings the enforcement of con- 
tracts entered into by such corporations that fail to com. 
ply with the spirit of the law. 

Under these circumstances it is apparent that cor. 


here it is of such corporations to open an 
office in the State. can be made 
with the Dit euch Beaten te etilion hate ome, 


The ee ee ee 
such or corporations of the right to do busi 
ness eome desirable State or territory, or t 
them bringing suit in some im yi 
givan, wil cbvite yoo os wall tequnemmninetianyes 

en, W vise you as requ 

of law that eell thelr 


or , or 
in the purport of the statutes of such States. 


Alabama—GUNTER & GUNTER, Moses Building, 
Montgomery 


Arizona—ARTHUR J. EDWARDS, Phoenix. 
Arkansas— 
California— 


Georgia— 
Idaho— 


Tilinoise— HOYNE, FOLLANSBEE & O'CONNOR, 68 La 
Salle st., Chicago. 


Indiana— 

Iowa—DAY & CORRY, 408 W. Locust st., Des Moines. 
Kansas— 

Kentacky—D. B. BAKER, 250 Fifth st., Louisville. 
Touisiana— 

Maine - 

Maryland— 

Massachusetts— 

Pete SELES SE, Whitney Opera House 


Minnesota—HENRY M. FARNAM, 826 Loan 
“1 Guaranty 

Misaissippi— 

Missouri— 

Montana— 

Nebraska— 

New Jersey—THOMAS P. FAY, Long Branch. 

New Mexico— 


New York—H. GERALD CHAPIN, 32 Nassau st., New 
York City. 


North Carolina—JOHN W. HINSDALE, Citisens Nat’) 
Bank Building, Raleigh. 


North Dakota—GEORGE A. BANGS, Grand Forks. 
Ohio—WILLIAM T. McCLURE, King Bldg, Columbus. 


Oregon— 

Pennsylvania— 

Rhode Island— 

South Carolina—MORDECAI & GADSDEN, 43-47 Broad 
South Dakota— 

Tennessee— 


Texas—GEORGE 0. McGOWN, Rooms 28 & 29 Powell 
Building, Fort Worth. 


Utah— 
Vermont— 
Virginia— 
Wi 

West Virginia— MERRICK & SMITH, Parkersburg. 
Wisconsin— 

Wyoming ~ 
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~~ LIST OF ATTORNEYS 


{N UNITED STATE®, CANADA & EUROPE. 








tatien In this list il be given 
R attorneve en Tay © terms. 
ALABAMA. 
Athens* ( Dcadcssvewsesedoccse . Sanders 
Bessemer (Jefferson) ...............-.00--- J. A. Estes 
Refers to Bessemer Savings Bank 
gham* (Jefferson) 


Birmin 
JOHN W. CHAMBLEE, First National Bank Build- 
ing. Refers to First N. B. of Birmingham. 
PUGH, Steiner Bidg. Refers to Steiner 
Bros. bankers, Alabama National Bank and 
the Alabama Home Building & Loan Associa 
tion. Commercial practice a specialty. 
Colambia (Henry)...........-+.-.--- Frank H. Walker 
Refers to the Manufacturers’ Bank. 





| 
Huntsville* ison) .. . Lawrence Cooper 
Refers toFiretN at Bk andW. -B.Rison Co, b’kers. 


Livingston* (Sum Chapman 


Mobile* (Mobile) 
MO TELDING VAUGHAN, © Se Pee e. Practices 


in all courte, State 


tary References—F ret National and 
People sBanks, os Elsewhere: 
Hubbell, Collector and 






orion A. BELL. Collections, 
law. Refers to Merchants’ Bank. 
bese CLES, Land 


pecialties. 
Clendeniog” Mech Pe Mechem & Youmans. Refer to the 


Heber* (Cisburse) =. STRICKLIN & REED 
Hot H. RANDOLPH 


Frankiin)........... acigcitmiaedl J.B. Moore 
. “Hagh Sullivan 





Rey orm Gant Hak at op 
Walnut Ridge (Lawrence) 


CALIFORNIA. 


( eecrcccccescccecsce 


Alameda 
Colton (San 


ee aeeeseeeoee 


oR Reem eee eee eee ese asenes 


Freano A.M. 
Ly my" oqnaeekeseoss Moreland & Norton 
Les (Los Angsien) 
EMMONS & EMMO noenespealiy. 


MULFORD & POLLARD, 
Bldg. Commercial and law practice, 





Los Angeles— Continued. 


RUSS AVERY, 214 South Broadway. Refers to 
Merchants’ National Bank. 
WORKS & Lee. Rooms 11-17 Baker Block. Attor- 
neys for National Bank of California. Refer to 
First National Bank, National Bank of Cali- 


Diego* (San Diego) 
Rooms 19, 20, 23 & 24 Lawyers’ 
~~ +> Motienal Be Bank, San Diego. 


SAN FRANCISCU- Francisco) 
EMMONS & CMMONS. ee for ate ge 
——* pan — - San Francisco, P 


Block. Refer to 


FOX aiiay, Ps Paeise Bay Bldg, 508 Mon 
Collection d department under spell aa 
out (See card front -) 
W. H. H. HART, 149-152 Cr irate Building. 
San Jose* (Santa ta Clara) Nicholas 


San Luis O (San lL aisOitiapes. bales ~~ Fo er wa 
Santa Ana* (Orange)........-....------ Vv 
Santa Barbara (Santa Barbara)........... ue G. 
Santa Crus* (Santa Cruz)............-. E. L. Williams 
Santa Rosa* (Sonoma)................. James W. Oates 
Stockton ‘San Joaquin)................. W. Dodge 
Sals Bldg. Refers to Farmers & a Bank. 
DS CIID sos 0 oc os cncciccsccccceses Davis & 
Watsonville (Santa Cruz).......... Holbrook & Maher 
Refer = ~ Bank of Watsonville. 
ON TN oan cocncsscccccceseetes4 F. E. Baker 
CELSSABS. 
i. cosce ~--s+sceeceee H. C, Rogers 
Jolorado (El P 


Black & — Collections end legal business 

H. G. Laine Refers te Russell State Bank and 
First National Bank, Russell, Kan ; Ex 
National Bank and 1! Paso County 

Stee Paso) er 


CHARLES A. MecMILLAN, 815 to 817 Ernest & Cran- 
Refers to First National Bank. 


Trinidad* (Las Animas) 


eeeeeeeeeeee 


er 
"Rare to the 


— 
ck National Bank. 

New Britain (Hartford) .......... George W. Andrew 
Refers to New Britain National and Mechanics 
National —, 

New Haven* (New 


GEO. L. ARMSTRONG, 121 Chureh st. Refers to 
First National Ban 
Cages SS 208 Kxchange Bldg, oo. Church 


and 
CHARLES K EINER, 309 & 310 Exchange 
Commercial and corporation jaw. Refers 
any bank in New Haven. 
Lynch & ees First National Bank Bldg. Refer 
to First National Bank and City Bank. 
Reynolds is & Donovan, 42 Church st. Refer to First 
National Bank and City Bank of New Haven. 
William A. Wright, First National Bank Bldg. 
Refers to First National Bank or any New 


Stenington (New London) A. 
Torrington (Litchfield). Walter Holcomb 
ut | ere Haven) - Wilson H. Pierce 
Williman Windham)............ Andrew J. Bowen 
Windsor (Hartford)............. J. W. Johnson 
DELAWARE. 
Dever* (Kent).................... Robt. H. Van C) 
Pf ER n0n 600060 suctinn Moore & 
ee Cute. -sseeee.W. F. Causey 


a (New Castle 

EDWARD GLENN COOK, Cor. 9th & 
Refers to National Bank of Wilmis 
an ER and the Central N: 


Paty OF COLUMBIA. 
M 


sta. 
and 


WAS 





specialties; sixteen youre experience. 








Wasbin —Continued. 
BEKRY & MINOR, Fendall Bldg, 344 D st.. N. W. 
Walter V. K. Berry, Kenjamin 3. Minor). Re- 


law collections b 
W. L. FORD, 620 F st.. N. W. Commercial and 
Collections. Refers to Citi- 


ational Bank. 

HOLCOMB & KEEGIN, McGill Bldg. Will practice 
in all courts before! ommittees of Congress. 
Give specia! attention to public land and min- 
ing matters before Interior 

ot beth House of Congress = —_ 
= ouses of Congress, prominen: 
in nearly every section of the country. 


HUBERT E. PE a, 629 F. ot., N. W. Expert in 
Patent Causes (See card.) 

JOHNSTON & BROWN, 412 Fifthet, N.W. Com 
mercial law and collections. Refer to Central 
and Lincoln National Banks. 

cia. 





BLOUNT & BLOUNT. Refer te First Nat'l Bank. 
WILLIAM FISHER & E. D. BEGGS. Attorneys for 
Citizena’ Natiena) Bank 

MARSH & re seenebonans. 35. Nat'l Bank. 

St. Augustine* (St. Jehn)............ . Dewhurst 
Felleheorrine he cevecobosuecnanens ‘i Ww wiltiens 
Titusville* (Brevard)............... -James T. Sanders 





to: 
nuns Bouleh fev Ras 


9 Atlanta, 
aa — Thind National Banke 0 Be 
Racker Banking Co.. ete. 

A *( ROBINSON nN 





HINGTON (Washington) 
JOHN A. BARTHEL 221 4% st. 
tions a special: Refers 


ty. te Central Nat'l B’k. 
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ro. es) Wb cdhe dsedet seedbetede: C. Duncap 
es ae ea) oP Os eae c. E. CARPENTER 
ey Citizens’ Bank of Rome. 
Savannah" 


(Chatham) 
WM. W. GORDON, Jr , Merchants’ National Bank 


w. & 

J. LAWTON WHATLEY, ew wet Beye e tk Real 
a urance, comme w and mercan- 
tile collections. 





Refers to yee & Buck, bankers. 
Valdosta* (Lowndes) ............ Powhatan B. Whittle 
Waycross* (Ware). .............--... J. Walter Bennett 
Waynesboro* (Burke) ..... Lawson. Callaway & Scales 


IDAHO. 
eee MERCURIUS” ey AGENCY, R. D. 
Wolter beek & Co., Agents. Collections. Mer 
pete hagas. ” References : All Boise City 
R. D. hey = ye Refers to Bradstreets, Salt 


HARRY. $. WORTHMAN, Refers to Capital State 
Bank of Boise City. 















(St. Clair) R. W. Ropiequet 
mae f for First National Bank. 
( 


I Re ee Faller & De Wolf 

* (McLean)............... Calvin Ray burp 

: McDonough)..............-- David — 

} —— RR I 7 Heylin 
Refera to Canton National ik. 

(Ji ; Ledeucasenbed Andrew S. — 

Champaign (Champaign). ......-.. Tackett & Gillespie 





WALTER ©. AN c. ANDERSON, 100 pai achingten t. Com 
8 - 

ercial, probate law. COL- 

LECTION PARTMENT. EXPERT AD- 





8 Comm 
Hon. H. H. Trimble, Gen'l Sel'r St. Louis, K. 
ame me” Ry. a 0. | Erie, Pa. The H. F. 


ry 8 Bockwalter 


Beever Co. Weend Me. —The oes 
Co. ence EL The New I England B 
Co. ee York--The American Union Life 5 


suranceCo. St. Louis—The Giass Co. 
Des Moines.—National Masonic Accident As- 
sociation. 


BOND’S COMMERCIAL we * — 1136 | 
. Clifford More, Attorneys 
Commercial law and i 


(See card.) 
CRATTY BROS., JARVIS & CLEVELAND, Floor 13, 
Security Bldg, cor. Madison st. and Fifth ave. 


(Macon a en-r orn 
General law business. Practice in all courts. 
Busivess for non residents given rey attention. 


No'ary in office. Refer to any k or business 
heuse in thé city. 
D conseaneon oc snnatinnlitinns C. A. Boies 
Dixon* | eh it enenings east aes $ ac 
Winnebago). ....-.-..-.-- 
Baws St. is (St. Clair)....-...-.- 5, JOHN %. T HARDER 
Eeingham’(Efingham). Wright B 
(Effin; Paccconsaguce. sence t Bros. 
Dinennbinies othinen etal Powers & Baldwin 
Refers to Home National Ban 
Elmwood (P: D thapescesecconsocus Send to Peoria. 
* (Stephenson).........-..... W. N. Cronkrite 
‘ers to — Bank of siete, 
Galena* (Jo Davies). ............-- 
iburg* Enon - HAMILTON, Goprnev & & SHELTON 
Galesburg National Bank Bidg. Attorneys for 
Galesburg National Bank, Oneida State Bank, 


Oneida. lll; H. P. Wood, Banker, Wataga, Il; 


Bank of London Mills, London _ Til. 
(Cumberland) 

















( “ 
Refer to any bank in Matteon or County 
Moline* (Rock Island). .... Wood, Butterworth & Peet 
Monmouth* (Warren)...............<s««-- J. B. Brown 


...-Frank Bacon 
bee ey my pepoeudeahane ss cqceus tend H. G. Cook 


Preece ee reer ris 


Peoria* ( 
HENRY C. FULLER and RICHARD H. RADLEY. At 
ARTHUR KEITHLEY, TMC. A. Bide Refers to 
ers 
Ban! t Peoria. 


First k o 
WALTER H. KIRK, — — Woolner mts. sam 

mercial, corporat and probate law s 

ties. References: ren es SMevehesias” Na 
tional Bank, Donme, er, Gardner & Co. Chi- 
eo © Camp. New York—The Bar- 
bour Bros 


seer eweeeeenes 


Wm. L. Ludolph. Refers to Rock Island Sav. B’k. 
A’exander Stewart. mumpearonenamen, 24 =. I< 
ocak ( (Schuyler) ............-+-..-- A. Jarman 


“a ae cNaree. Refers to First National Bank 


Walter o 4 Refers to Samuel W Moulton, 
; ~~ ese anmmeepeaas ar Chaffee & Hea- 





nee cospaceaconecessasens W. D. Matney 
ote my HAMIL, 4% ayy General 
oes Rec 
Diitwote Con 

na naimepancnctibbuntthtin V alter Reeves 
Sullivan* (Moaltrie) .........-.....-. W. H. Whitaker 
Refers to the Merchants & Farmers’ State Bank. 
. C. Lewis 
Christian) . “Ricks &  Grelghton 
toH. M. Wasiovemite., , bankers. of this place. 

(Cumberland). ................. 





























































Dunkirk (Jay). J.T. Day 
Refers to First National Bank of Dunkirk. 
Elkhart} . .W. H. HAUENSTEIN 


( 
Refers to First, “Indiana and Elkhart Nat'l Banks, 
Co ions and general law practice. Is-manager 
of Elkhart Collection Agency. wy ALE in “yy e. 


neg eeennsencsanseshh & Call 
(Vanderburgh).... CHARLES L. weDDING 
Refers to the Old N ational Bank. 
GRD. cocccccccversesaporens L. A. Cassell 
Fort Wa: (Allen). ...........- 4g ‘& WORDEN 
Pitteborg, Ft. Wayse & Chicage Ry s 
ayne to 
Hamitton’ National ational bank. r- 
Frankfort* (Clinton).................. ...- Walter Suit 
Frankton (Madison) .................-.-- J. M. 
Goodland (Newton)..............-.....- J. W. Oswald 
Goshen* (Elkhart) .....................- = Dd —y 




























‘alnut (Mars 


W. E. 
South 


Pais cot 





Refers 


weet enw ees Cemee 





Refers to 
Vehest (Wabash) 


cAlester. 


Vinita "Chevhne M Nation H. WILSON 
Wagoner (Creek Nation) neadseacee Gaate & KELLOGG 
Coilectivnps made an, where % Indian T 
Refer to Fi:st National Bank 


tions. 
ic. Refers 


( 
the 


correspondents on 


we Oem ewe wewee aes 


ilburn 4 & Sweeney 
a a. Graves 


Refers to First National Bank of Terre Haute. 
(Porter) Ww.&. 


errr) 


cane opeebeaL. Ra 
“Bank, “7 


Huntington). .... me em & BRANY 
‘or Citizens’ Bank and refer = 


County Bank and First National Bank. 


——_.. 


s-a20>B. E. Beck 


to Huntingion 


application. 4 


a ie youstios. Notary ey stenographer 


FRANK nN "FITZGERALD, Journal Bldg. Refers to 
Merchants’ National bank. 
JOHN W. KERN, Suite No. Se mee Gierengen Bldg, 


Refers to hers 
moORRIS, NEWBERGER & CURTIS, Commercial Clab 
Bldg. Practice in F 8u 


Plymouth 
































) 
i wand in office. 
Depositions taken. Kefers to Citizens’ Nat’! Bank. 
Sullivan” (Suilivan)............ ‘ CH 
Commercial law especially _ 
cones onvcesesocess th 
Terre Haute (Vigo)...............- FRANK A. KELLEY 


eee e ee eee ee eenseeeees 


— TERRITORY. 





J.C. Thompson 


Muscoge (Creek 
"aie oe asHEPARD, Collect anywhere in the 


ai, . 3 Nation). ............ J. A. Tilloteon 
"Refers to J. E. Campbell, merchant. 
Purcell (Pontotec)...... ........ 4. Ww. eenavnones 
Refers to the Chickasaw a See 
McAlester (Chocta’ 
to to Firet National Bank of 


CRAIG & KELLOGG. Attorneys for R.G. Dun & Co. 
Refer to First Nat’] Bank of Soath ee ee. 
Tahlequah ay, Nation) 


Cherokee Watton. © it Mayen 


ween ee eens ween 





ons Bae Las ‘coareR, Security Savings 


Bank. 


tizena? National 1 





ee er 








parece wilt ———- sees eetee-C. W. Snyder 
Belmond ( Wright) sp cccosees enouubdies bert J. Lary 
Teefers to fo wa Valley State Bank and State Ban 
Birmingham (Van Buren)....... -----Send to Fairfield 
Boone” (Boone)... ... .-...0----ceeeceecees w. ay 
p Moines)... & 
Se Jeoccccccccescccccscces C. E. ids 


Bldg. 


Bank 
National Bank and 
Sav'gs Bank Bldg. 
National Bank and 


Boonrity Re ao 
JOHN N. HUGHES. Commercial and corporation 
law. Prompt attention to collections and de- 
ractice in all courts. N. 
to Cedar Rapids 
Bohemian. American Bank, 


Pub- 
National k 


L. Wallace & Son, 


and Central lata Union of beak 4" a. 






=a Peon SFr 


? 


es enr-e#woe:,. er *}, 


ere mer. ee hed ed ee eee he ee le 


i et 


er = 



























































THE AMERICAN LAWYER. 





593 





——— 








Charter Oak (Crawford)...........00++- .-L. E. Goodwin 
Cherekee* (Cherokee). ............-0+--- M. Wakefield 
Clinton* (Clinton) 

F. L. Holleran. Refers to Citizens’ National Bank 


or apy bank in city. 

W. J. McCoy. mates to People’s Trust &Sav.B’k. 
Coo TeONE)........ .... ----.---Send to Jefferson 
Cornin, (Adams) in gidaketiginte eapibeitie hike D. H. Meyerhoff 
Council Bluffs* (Pettawahiannio’ webs si HARL & McCABE 


Merriam Block. Refer to First National Bank and 
Council Bluffs Savings Bank. 


Cresco* (Howard)........... setadrugannen John McCook 
Creston* (Union) ...........-.s0ee-+e00+ Camp & Ickis 
Dat Seinen ons ccvacetact-cetces Send to Jefferson 
Davenport™ (Hb0tt)........c000--.  eeneee Ely & Bush 
Dayton (Webster)...........--ss.-: Jno. M. Johnson 
Decorah* (Winneshiek).............-.. H. F. Barthel) 
Denison* gg andesocdudiecccscnséetiy ae Geer 
Des Moines* ( 
CUMMINS, :HENITY St ee pe Jomo Block. 
Refer Nationa Valley Nat’! Banks. 
DUDLEY, COFFIN & BYERS. Refers to the Iowa 
Loan & Trust Co. and Marquette Savings Bank. 


General law pra: tice. Thoroughly equipped 
collection soperement. 

POWELL & PASCHAL, Manhattan A ; Sete 
attention given to corporation 
Spenseee law. Attorneys for Des Moines Ne 


WiSHARD acl CLARK. R-fer to Des Moines Savings 
Bank and Capital City State B’k of Des Moines. 
Dubaque" (Dubuque) 

LYON & LYON, Cor. 5th & Main sts. Refer to First 
National Bank, Duboque; American Adams 
and U. 8. Express Co. sand any Dub man- 
ufacturer or who! ; The H. B. Claflin Co , 
New York: Carson, Perre, Scott & 3 » Chicago. 

Dunlap are) pounce, sedaedacs> beskaon y 
Eldora* ( Charles L. Haye 
Bank. 








Refers y oe hs = National Bank of : airfield. 
Fort i, guincy | 
mer ADAMS, 71334 Central ave. 
or WATSON. . ‘wt ~—y ft a law practice in 
nn ons , 7 bed Fe ae a 
ection de oo otary and Si-nographer 
in office. part te all Fort Madison Gane. 
business hvuses = County officials. 
Garner (Hancock) ovbeccedeesebeds Muna arn ann 
Glasgow (J seoneel.. indddsetgeecdebene Send to Fairfield 
Glen wood* (Mills)... illiland 
Glidden (Carroll) .. 


os ceccce cocscocesce G 


badéca cidade Kitt W. Marran 





Grinnell* (Poweshiek) _.............- nes & Lyma 
Guthrie Center* (Guthrie) seeeee---. Wm. D. Milligan 
burg’ ( (Frem ee ee 
Hartle SP ndcnodctvastcqsectehss P. Bri riggs 
Refers to Hartley State Bank and C. H. Colby & 
Co., bankers. 


Idh Grove’ (Ida)... ..Homer 8. Bradshaw 






Indiamsla® (Wasted) .cccscccccccccceesces 0. C. Brown 
Refers to the Warren County Bank. 

Iowa City” (Johnaon).........--.-.. Edward E. Ehret 
Refers to First National Bank. 

Jefferson* (Greene) ...........-..+-+++-s- T. A. ppene 
A general law practice in State and Federal 






Commercial col ections a specialty. Notary Public. 
Refers to Jefferson Savings Bank. 





















Keokuk* (Lee).........-++2+++0-..--W. D. Patterson 
Knoxville* (Marion) ..............--.--- 8. C. Johnsor 
Lake City (Calhoun)............ wommmee 2 & Jacobs 
Le Mars* (Plymouth)........- neenwaitulll BEDELL 
to First National Bank. 

Lenox (Taylor) s gacqpeuced sdentecosoagerahd J.B. Duan 
Lockridge (Jefferson)............-. ...Send to Fairfield 
Logan* (Harrison) ... .....-...-- ane R. Bolter & Sons 
Lobrville (Calhoun). . Jae .-Send to Jefferson 
Lorimor (Union) ................++++++ Send to Creston 
Lyons (Clinton) ..... ...Send to Clinton 

adrid (Boone). . -- Walter Canaday 
Malvern (Mills)... -D. E. Whitfield 
Manning (Carroll) .. .-A. T. Bennett 
Maquoketa* (Jackson . ..D. T. Bauman 
Marengo* (Iowa) ...........-.-.-.-.+++---- J.T. Beem 


a (Linn) 





eceeess< _—_ & Lawrence 






Mason Cit: (Cerro Gordo) ......-. e & Markley 
Missouri yO ecese Fira Lo en 
Mount Ayr* ( gold) kbecodencevevil 

Mount Pleasant* (Henry).............-- “BABE & A BABE 





Attorney) s for National State and First Nat 


















Muscatine* (Muscatine) .. oscccece — 
Refers to First National Bank. 
Nashua (Chickasaw) ..............---+-- W. P. Perrin 
Neola (Pottawattamie)..................-- ley Clark 
Nevada (Story)............ .-Edw. M. McUal) 
Newton* (Jasper)........... ..-.... W. 0 McELROY 
Attorney = Jasper County Bank. ———_ law 
ractice. Well equip; ‘collection epartment. 
otary and stenograp! oftice 
Onawa’ ( Momoma).............-.. McMillan & Kindall 
Cage ne G. F. Humbert 
fers to the Mitchell County Bank, 
Oaceola* (Clark itis dsactsgdees sed au Chaney & /~— 
ROGNRD «oi ccd dcccccccscae A. Rice 





peocesdecdeteded Send to Fairfield 
















W .nterset ). 


Fredonia’ ne 
| ae ty 


Girard* (Crawford) 
E. W. Arnold. Refers to the Bank of Girard. 
Lew H. Philli 

First 





Paton (Greene). . .. ««-.--Send to Jefferson 
Pleasant Plain (J efferson) .. ddecpeongaa Send to Fairfield 
Preston (Jackson) easet.acscnon Send te Maqnokets 
Rippey (Greene). ... ..........++--- Send to Jefferson 

hook Rapids* (Lyon)....... sonined J. K. P. Thompson 





Comme: law and collections a 
West Liberty (Muscatine)........... 














oases Siditcasccace eee 
BE Gt xéccdncccgencecsunton M. W. Sutton 
Ei Dewrade SNS :adtinatsestinveates mak W.M. Rees 


Refers to Farmers & Merchants’ National Bank. 


ee ewer eeeeeeseusesoe 


Refers to Bank 
Bank. 

















Johnston Bros 
M )-- -GEO. P. MOREHOUSE 
Ty mesa Refers to Morris Bank. 


of Girard and | Donaldsonville~ ( 


Bank, New Orleans. 


New Orleans* (Orleans) 
to H. 


Siri ek. 
“WOLFSON Rooms 





ALBERT 2. ORA ERANOEIS, Room 00, Louisville 
Bldg. Refers 


Refers to Bank of Baton Rouge, La., and Canab 





Roch, Ua a O. G. Reiniger | Washington’ (Washington). ....... ---Powell & Pawell 
ae ee Rate Bank and | Farnese aa. rr ¢ ( “mR eesea ED. Ap 4 
ans Cc. Chairman Committee on Judiciary, Kansas Legis- 
Bf . Refers to Wellington banks. 
Wichita (Sedgwick)........ shstatestintn A.W.A 
Ww * (Crowiey).......- cocecesccsecanies F. Boca Hunt 
Yates Center* (Woodson). ... Stephenson & 
KENTUCKY. 
MS rat Ashland hc tbdocancnbensecinsones D. W. Steele, Jr. 
H. 1. Own, Cit comp Baty. Refers to Secur- vwling ha eG in aleciilgniléedi Ww. Ww. ia 
ity ation Clinton (Hickman)...........-.---.--.-- W. RAY MOSS 
Loum. 6 asionier's & tour, Masonic Bldg. Collec- ion, real estate and law a 
tions and general law practice. specialty 
Refer . a and Security ~ | Banks. | Covington* (Kenton)............. 
Sioux Rapids (Buena V .-«eee-K. H. Helsell | Falmouth* (Pendleton). ..............- Guy H. Fossitt 
} a J (Gay) .vnss Richardt, Buck & Kirkpatrick Senn eee pandas t Prater > 
Lake ( VEEP ccccoccece Mack Dec ascosaces eeudenel D. W. Lindsey 
Tama (Tama)..........-...--.+----0-- W. 8S. Gallagher | Grayson (Carter) .................--.---. B. Wilhoit 
Tipton* Dbcwecsedactadccocesnana Preston & Moffit | Greenup* (Greenup) ...............-.--.--- W. T. Cole 
nyt ag ban aie _ Wa pet oo stbictens -- <a > Givens 
peasescecececcssces Arthur Lexington* MDs. cnntcosccesaoeKh am Scott 
Viliisecs pro iy sng LN | EEE os. Pre C. Gibbs | LoUISVILLE* (J: ~~ 
p “efare to Commercial Natiouai Bank of Waterlos. aie ee eae. 
aver remer) ance Refers nion National Bank 
A. M. Potter. Refers to German-American Loan Rice & Givens ~ i A vob and a 
& Trust Co.'s Bank, Waverly. sion merchants 
Edward L. Smalley. Refers to State Bank of | gaRWETT, MILLER & BARNETT, Cor. 5th & Market 
—— Sea J. Richerd sts. Attorneys for Louisville Co. and 
West Bend (Pale Alto)............ ....- Becker nelle gel alee 


Trust 
to Third National Bank and Ger- 















a ANSLEY, 220 Carondelet st. Refers 
Lewis & Co. (Ltd.), New Orleans. 
if desired. 


pt aoe furnished 
WILLIAM —— Ex Asst. U. S. ——— 
w. 


dlutehineon® (Reno)..... Common st. 

Jetmore* (H a ccccesanenn an FLORANCE & WILCOX, Law 

Sewell City (Jowell)...............-. J.C. Bldg. Refer to Hibernia Nat 

Junction x. fecan econdégs Wee tl icading wholesale houses, 

Sansas (Wyandotte) ........... Littick & Li EDWIN" t. “MERRICK. 250 Refers to. 

Kingman* (Kingman)................. W. G. Tetarick Hibernia Nat'l and Louisiana Nat’! Banks, New 

ees Send to Oswego Orleans. and First National Bank, Chic ago. 

Larned* (Pawnee) ................------ W. H. Vernon —- & FOULON, 606 Gravier st. 

Lawrence* (Douglas) .................- w. ri 4 and collections. Refer to Dun’s Mercantile 

Leavenworth (Leavenworth) ...C. F. W. Citizens’ Bank and Metropolitan Bank. 

SY SEED, ... .caccoccsoneccenamil Geo. D. Aba 0. 5. M, Counsellor at Law. Practice in U. 
Sree Vang ah ond Sines S. and State courts Commercia 


insurance 
jalties. Refers ‘to 
_ SE alee 
corporation 





S. W. Miles | Shreveport* (Caddo).............-.... 
Dpbesocanceecsonasned ehn W. Poere 
Mound Valley* (Linn)...............-. to Oswego | Auburn* (Androscoggin) ........--..-- J. W. Mitchell 
Newton* ¢ Dis settenaonnandiiel Willard Kline | Augusta* (Kennebec)............... Heath & Andrews 
Norton” ( extent, Sip etddudnhedhawdiiih Penobscot). .....-.--.- HENRY L. ——— 
Olathe* (J DT ncdicedocsanancamadiialal J. W. Parker National Bank 
Osborne* (Osborne) ..................--.- Moore 
Guvasy’ (Labette) 
E. L. Burton. Refers to Oswego State Bank. 
M. E. Williams. Refers to Oswego State Bank. 

O tawa* — mbaanyeedoscaumadags F. A. Waddle 
Pittabare Crawford 

(tte ( ) 

(Russell) 

steer (Saline) 
. Haskell) 

it. Mary's 
St. John* (Staord. 


, *Gentral Nat Ba Bank Bldg. Ref io Pinch Moscbeate and pu 
‘er F 
and Central Natuonal Banks, Citteans, Bank, The First National k of Houlton. 
Parkhurst-Davis Mercantile Co., all of Topeka. Lewiston (Androscoggin). aegnnn coe Oe L. READE 
Wa Keeney* (Trego).................----- Lee Monroe Ellard Bldg. Refers to First National Bank. 
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Counsel for 


Oldtown (Penobscot)................... Clarence Scott M . 

Refers to Eastern Trust & ‘Buaktieg Co., Oldtown. Ada* (N ERNESOTA 
Pittston (Kennebec) ................. Send to Gardiner O. H. Carpenter Al ( pre | tra seccerscssecasenss Calkins & Calkins 
Portland* (Cum RT GEO. F. NOYES Milford (Middlesex) -.-.Joase A. Taft | 21bert at aan seteereees +--+ D. R. P. Hibbs 

98 Ex at. Refers to Portland Savings Bank Re. PINE snatwdechavchevsiunn H. G. Latourel! 

and Canal National Bank. (Essex)... N. H. Jones | wy te State Bank of Alden 2 
on —epmmanaaa oe ea 8 Littlefield | Pittafield* (Berkshire) ip ¢ Hardy | Brainerd (Crow Wing)... Ark. Fioming 
re Oe Sen iE Grams f Canby (Yellow Modistea).2..222.. Geo. Fitesimmons 
ig SRR RAE ee Fred J. Allen DULUTH? (St. Louis) 

Attorney for Sanford National Bank. 8 § =| Salem* (Essex)................... Nathaniel J. doles PEALER & FESLER. (Ww. 0. Pealer, Bert Fesler). 
Thomaston Rc itbbepewinsatinien Joseph E. Moore ) Send to Holyoke Mercantile and mortgage collections. Kefers 
Waterville (Kennebec)............... Harvey D. Eaton a to West Duluth Bank. 

West Gardiner (Kennebec).......... Send to Gardiner on ar BURT, 469 Main st. Collections RICHARDS & CRANDALL, 514 Chamber or Com- 
attended to merce Bldg. Collections and commercial busi- 
MARYLAND. PATRICK FRILAOY, 479 Main ot Main st. » wo Pyedee ness. Highest grade references furnished on 
r ional and arpenter 0 nest. 
mp toh ys Areniel) ......Jemes R. Brakes} 9 E, WEBSTER, 431 Main st Refers to First Ne- RICHARDSON & DAY. Commercial and mortgs 
Baltimore) ional Bank. collections a s er to an 1 
WILLIAM F. BEISWANGER, 5 East Lexington st. | reantons MRHDMRE ooccoccsoee: G. Edgar Williams Dulath and S¢ Paul Natiousl Bask’ St Pact 
hem ul, corporation law and adjustment | Waltham (Middlesex)..................-. hos. Cu ley M. H. MCMAHON, 21 Exchange Bldg. Collections 
-~ Adept in attachments, insolvency | Watertown (Middlesex .Jobn E. Abbott and commercial law. (ae card ray 
ee in. References on application. Westfield (Ham es i .. M. B. Whitney | Fairmont* (Martin).... .. ...... Ward, Dunn & Ward 
HODSON HODSON, 6 one st., East. Com | Westminster (Worcester Send to Fitch Refer to the Martie County Bank. 
mercial law a special Y. Collection depart- | Winchester (aaiieeen)- -Geo. 8. Li Faribault* (Rice 
— moh ay Ey caripped. fer to any wholesale ‘orcester* (W: ter) Fergus Falls (Otter Tail).. : 
RICE, KING ‘a RI RICE. General practice. Collection | Fulda (Murray) .. beceue . 
ALONZO M. HURLOCK. 506-7 Law Bldg. Practice i and | depositions taken. References: | Glencee (McLean) (uaveddibaucesibiaibancce 7, 
all the State and Federal Courts. Prompt reester bank or manufacturing firm. Henderson* (Sibley) 
attention to collections and commercial litiga- woop ok Wo WOOD, State Mutual =. All branches Lake Benton* (Lincoln). ......... 
“ a. RALEIG Cy ee ae Ba!timore. of legal work. See J R spositions. S| Nia : 
. ’ 0) lace, fer to any Natio ank in Worcester. ankato* BI ue Earth 
Merchants’ Protective Credit & Collection . : 


reau. No’ - Collections a Ww. ’ 609-614 Lumbe 
S. Musgrave, Counsel." afere. ts; People’s MICHIGAN. PIPIELD, FLETCHER & FIFIELO pe 


Exchange. Commercial. corporation and real 
Bank, Merchants Nat. + Nat'l 2A papas Adrian* (Lenawee)... .............- Robertson & Clark estate law, specialties. Refer to Flour City 
EDWIN HARVIE SMITH, Gittings Bank B Buia Allegan” (Allogany)...-.---.-- W. B. Williams & Son National Bank or any bank or Jobbing hous 
‘ * i Acid Vou las cagennna biel i. 
Fidelity & : Db pba Gat aryiaa, | eartors"(Weabtonaw) EE RR ee J. W. Bennett ewe 9" ~— saetaed panavonsnhinn ai ay py ma 
RICHARD 8. TIPPETT & BRO., Law Bldg. General | SAraga (Baraga).-------;.-------3----P. M. Getuen | Morneed® (CIN))------sereeeceneee = gg tame 
ee. References: eres ao he Rattle Creek (Calhoun) ..............-..- N. H. Refers to Bank of Ru-h City, Minn. and First 
tional Bank of — Bay City* (Bay).........4.... 000s. Chester L. Collins State Bank of Pine City, =, 
Bel Air* (Harford) ee alam & Rouse | Svuaire’ (Antrim).............-...-.. Leavitt & Guile | Redwing* (Goodhue)...........-.-. m & Stevens 
7 a ee aa um & Rouse | Benton Harbor (Berrien) ......--......-Sam H. Kelley | Rochester (Olmsted) .--.. ----.-. ‘CHAS. C. WILLSO 
Cri pew ry re" (Dorehester ‘Send to Prin Wm. y Ma. Refers to =n & Merchants’ Bank. Refers to First National Bank of Rochester and to 
Cumberland” (Allogany)..---. DAVID A. ROBE | BTown City (Sanilac) -------—— == —— =. Fred A. Farr | Hon. Chas. M. Start, Chief Justice of the Supreme 
Refers to (hird National Bank. General law and | Refers se Brows (Giiy ait and Hzonange Bank Saint Cloud* (Stearns)............... Geo. H. Reynolds 
Denton" (Caroline) Russum & Lewis | Creswell ya ces+seeeeeesseeeees Wilford Maclem | Saint James (Watonwan)............ W. 8. Hammond 
Easton* (Talbot) ..................---J. Frank Turner | UETROIT* ( SAINT PAUL ( 
Eikten* ‘Cecil).................--. L. Marshall Haines WILLIAM M. we January, 12 Telegraph Block. Mem- TOMPKINS & BURR, Life Bldg. 
Frederick* (Frederick) .............. -=-- SANE JOHNSON ner Commeraial Law L eague of America. Re- on nage Wellequipped collection par ment 
Refers to Citizens’ National r ers to ger. ’ 
al Bank, New York. 
Hagerstown’ (Was ie: ARMSTRONG & SCOTT SAYLES & SAYLES, 10 Butler Bldg. Commercial, Irving Nation 
Counsel for we Loan & Savings Institute corporation and real estate law. — a Woke oecncccccecccsenss ok A. Stone 
Anne* (Somerset)...... ......-.. Gordon Tull | Eaton Rapids (Eaton)......... nnegaadiala J. M, Corbin | Ww de ; Loe vsacenbenl MEMBER ym 
Refers to Savings Bank of Somerset County and | Flint* (Genesee Edward 8. Lee es ~~ Merchants’ Bank of W 
Bank of Crisfield. Frankfort (Benzie).... ----E. R. Chandler | 7. brota Goodhue) Win verwell 
Salisb ) pene . creme Core. ° — Mies ee ee ee 
* reester T ge Al ler 
estminster* (Carroll) Nhe AF ne rth - attorney State Savings Bank. - SISSIPPI. 
iseinnemerres Gladwin‘ SIND inca cccpccccunsesd J.T. Campbell | seen* is ~~ 
(Berkshire) ; N. Bixby Gra TWOOD & Bt & BOLTWOOD, Rooms 601-607 Michi- Bay St. Louies (Hancock) seen e nn eeee yee 3B, Prat 
Adams nn mmenn-onsooesties gan Bd Trast Co. Bldg. ‘Specialty: Commercial | Canton* ——— eegsntenseccccecsueegades 
(dapmahize) 1022221112 Send tg Htlyoxe Bank of Grand Rapids. nO Ne Grecnville” (Washingtoa)---..-2.7A. LEWENTHAL, 3 
burnham (Worcester) .......... Send to Fitchburg Michi Collections. corporation and pe wen matters a 
Attleboro (Bristol) .................... Philip E. Brady er a4 4 DENISON, aay specialty. Refers to and attorney for the Citizens’ 
Barnstable* naa piopngagannt Hiram P. Harriman com ne see Se See k here. 
BOSTON* (S Grand Rapid ete ot National Bank. Greenwood" (Leflore)...........-+ Coleman & MoCtarg 
CARPENTER & & ’ TOWLE, 10 Tremont st. General | Hancock (Houghton)........... . tan & Hanchette | @ (Harriaon) ...........-ccscee---- T. M. Evans 
law practice and collections. Refer to Old Hart* (Oceana)...........---. ---- infield S. Hanson ers to Scranton State Bank at ar 4 Pa 
| ee "fea enais a oloctioun. Heference: Cit | eters to tne Banik of Camamerce atts place 
aD, 
FARNSWORTH & CONANT, Sears Bldg. Collections Houghton" eit acocosessseinns Albert R. Gray Marshall) k. F. Fant 
a ~ pee 9 Reference:—Freeman's National | [onia* (Ionia)..............----.--- Hen J. Hor Brame & Alexander 
Bank and Hamilton National Bank, Boston. ‘ers to Webber Bros. B’k & Ionia lerdale) . .-Cochran & a 
JAS. WILSON GRIMES. 47 Court st. Refers to Amer- | Ironwood (Gogebic) Bel Send tg fport 
ican Powder Mills, Globe Newspaper Co. and (Marquette es dna) Ernest E. Brown 
J. B. Lewis — Co. Jackson (Jackson) eestae’ Cat i 
€. 8. LIVINGSTORE, 905 NG, Stat t= Reter | = CHARLES SCOTT & E. H. WOODS. Refer to Bank 


a LORING & ~~ 3 Anse* (Baraga). to 

Old Colony Trust Co. and the Globe Na- Lansing (In ham --W00 dent. (See card.) 

Bonk. to City atl Scranton* (Jackson)...........-.-«- Horace Bloomfield 
AUGUSTINE H. READ, Attorney at Law, 20 Devon- | Manistee* ( Manis 


ire st. Law, collections, and depositions. * 
Commissioner of Deeds and Notary Public. er ‘ 


Continental National Bank. Oliver Diteon Co., Muskegon (Muskegon)...--...-..... R. J. MacDonald MISSOURI. 
Jordan. and Boston Daily Globe. | Niles ( Dcieubsssidatesdcaneee Ww ° Alton (Oregon)...-...---- eccceccececoscs P. Norman 
WILLIAM G. WAIT. 53 3 Equitable Bl mer- pre-e eae Somaviile” (Cooper).....-++++++ se. .W. G. Pendieton 
cial litigation, collections and pro ate matters | Petoskey (Emmet Dart & Brookfield (Lima).........-.-.----+--- J.B. Arbuthust 
o prompt and personal attention. Refers Refer to S. Rosenthal & Son and Viet State Bank. | Bafialo (Dallas).........-.--+-+-+-+-+00e02- En 
to Shoe & Leather National Bank. Public | Pontiac* ( Dandie ekpetinnnl 63 Patterson | Butler* (Bates). ....-..--------00-eeeeees C. A. Denton 
Administrator Notary Public. Refers to First Commercial Bank. Cameron (Clinton) Turney & 
Brockton (Plymouth). ...........--- Herbert H. Chase | Port Huron* (St. DS ndicetecakend John M. Gleason Refer to all banks in Cameron or Pitter 
Refers to Brockton National ee. Refers to the Commercial Bank. Carroiltoh* (Carroll) Painter & 
Brookfield (Worchester).............. Romeo (Macomb)............-.-.-- 56 . THORINGTON ra ) 
Cambridge” (Middlesex)......-- @ilsenT AA. Pever | eee to Citizens” National Bank eran’ (Livingston) 
Refers to First N: Bank. Saginaw* é Clinton* (Henry)........... aabaail 
E. J. forest, Eddy Bidg. (East Side.) Prao- 





53 Central st. "pefors to’ Prescott Ni 













































































of Rosedale, of which said Chas. Scott is presi- 


Vi Wien bers (Warren) eescesceees--- Shelton & Brunini 
uarg* (Covington)..........- --.0. 0. Napier 


(Midland) 
READ’S AGENCY. Refer to | Mount Pleasant* (Isabella) 








tices in all courts. Collections and commercial Pere Oe. cmsoccccassoocece 
Ozar’ 





law a specialty. Teeny ot collec- * ~ 

. ) sees tion department. ta Secoba National ay Ay = Bank of ‘je 
Foxboro (Norfolk)...... ....-- Robert W. Carpenter Bank and Savings Se of E East Saginaw. Grant City* (Worth) 

Refers to Wm. B. Crocker, Pres’t Foxboro Sav. B’k. | Sand Beach (Huron)..............-..-----+- C. L. Hall | Gannibal (Marion).... 
Gloucester (Easex).......---+----+--+- Chas. A. Russell | Sault Ste. Marie* ) enreneees A. Cady Refers to First Nat 
ce Ap merged scecceeccncccoess Send to _o Refers to the ational Bank of (Jackson) 
Ha: BNDOED.< cossoccnsvcescsussseu John J. Winn (St. Joseph) ..........-.--.4- Burritt ton ‘efierson City* (Cole)..... 

( Docssivcssnons coos J.¥. Stapleton, Jr as (St. Joseph) ........... 8. M. Constantine ene GEMND 5s cdcnscenasooeds 
fers to National Bank of Seemann to Three Rivers Nat'l and First State Banks. CITY® ( 
Fndsecesouscsochabutenbe U. Bell Genet Traverse)....... Gilbert & Gates | KANSAS 


(Jackson) 
Lewell AMES, American Bank Blig. Refers to the 
Leo Dcccsussucces Scecccccccosccs A.B. Clark Wet Ba ae & PPE LMS BEI ALE Ns, Bee City c. B. =e . 








fers to Presco' < National Banke, | Ye Seti CAD a o.00as <osccceesecest Bh C. Storm 
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Lexington* (Lafayette) ..............+- J. B. Shelwalter 
Macon* (Macon).............« puecusncese B. E. Guthrie 
Marshfield (Webster) 


J.P. Smith. Refers to the Citizens’ Bank. 

Harry Fyan. Refers to the Citizens’ Bank. 
Memphis (Seotlana) alcool Smoot, sar | 

emphis* (Scotland) ......... 

Mexico* (Andrain).........-..cc000+.-- 0886 
Moberly* (Randolph)..............-- Forrest G. Ferris 
Neosho (Newton)............ Seaévotasnas 
pods ees Chas. E. Gilbert 
Norwood (Lucas). . sh tagus 

Refers to A. L. Pope ‘& Co. 
Osceola* (St. Clair). ........ecec-c0e- George H. Daniel 
Platte City* (Platte).....cccccccccccee N.P. Anderson 
Poplar Biuff* (Batler)...... ..........-. Jay Davidson 

Refers to Butler County Bank of Pegs = 
PT SE ccccnccskeshucdiakunnl vans 


Rich Hill (Bates) Geo. P: Huckebs 
Refers to > sag Hill Bank and Farmers & Merch- 


ants’ 

St. Joseph* (Buchanan)........ STAUBER & CRANDALL 
German-American Bank Building. 

8T. LOUIS. 


LEE W. GRANT, Suc. to Mills & Grant, 219 North 
4th st. Commercial and corporation law. Re 
fers to American Exchange k, St. Louis. 

EDWIN S. PULLER, 609 & 610 sok of Com’ce Bldg. 
Specialties : Corporation, insurance, commer- 
cial, probate law. Depositions taken. Especial 
attention to pteneete of non-residents. ere 


Ww State Franklin Bauk and Seudder- 
Gale Grocery bo 
Savannah* (Andrew).............- Hine, Rea & Tilson 
gt CO” ee Sangree & Lamm 
GN SII, onc cancescuncddsensnpatanen 8. B. Burke 
Springfield* (Greene)................. Love & Johnson 
Stewartaville (De Kalb) .......--.-----.. B. F. Clark 
Cs co ccaanduscessnan Ira E. Barber 
GC eocccceccces eeccccceccccces T. 8S. Carter 
Trenton* Pccccccccccccccscocesese W.E. Clarb 
Uolonvilles (Putnam).............Beverly H. Bonf 
Warrensburg" (Johnson)........-.......$. J. CAUDL 
Refers to any bank in Warrensburg 
Webb City (Jasper)............ «++ Wittich & Devore 
MONTANA. 
Billings* ,( Yellowstone) bddGbbaTONsSLbeunbed G. A. Lae 
i. eer J. L. Staate 
Batte* Silver Bow)......0..c.00-cccccece: R. COOMBE 
Refers to Firat National Bank. 
Dillon (Heas erhwad)...............--.. W. 5S. Barbour 
vacines aielihitnaenanel John J. Kerr 


aay (Valley) 
fers to Lewis Bros. Bank. 


Great Falls (Cascade)............. Lyter & Gormley 





Hamilton (Missouia)................. Robert A. 0’ Hara 
Helena* (Lew & Ularke).......... Edward C. Russel 
Kalispell Cisse) APIS A Tee 03 McC. Winin 
Mi P GE anccccccesctccccass A. L. DUNCAN 
Refers to the Wester Montana National bank 
White Sulphur Springs* (Meagher)........... P. Black 
NEBRASKA. 
Ainaworth* (Brown).............. A. W. Sceattergood” 
-Auburn* «Nemaha)................- Chas. P. Edwards 
Bartlett (Wheeler)... .....0...-.--s00. 0. A. L. Bishop 
Refers to Bank of Elgin, Neb 
nll Pac nccuceccne Griggs, Rinaker & Bibb 
Benkelman* ( BD, cats encapmecedesmenans J.8. West 
Central City* (Merrick).............. J. E. Dorsheume: 
Columbus (Platte)................... Albert & Reeder 
RE I nas .ccccoceccensntinn . W. Dag 
Fairbury” (Jefferson)........ - -- John U. Hartiga 
Walls City (Richardson) ..................-- F. Martin 
Fremont~ (Dodge). Loomis & Abbot 
Refer to the Commercial Nativnal Bank. 
ge | RE aE ee John D. Carson 
Gothenburg (Vawson)................-. W. D. Griffis 
Grand Island* (Hall).................- G. Ryan 
SE SR ine chanstsananinneas THOS. H H. MATTERS 
Refers to First National and Union State Banks. 
ten P ey Saneskd eatin: Michel rn a 
a mtre” (Hayes)............. j 
Hebron (Thayer). Racegaledy cohen Cc, 1 Bil = 
oldrege* (Pheips)...... ceddeosocseoecs 
Hyannis (Grant). e605 ie veasescokpetn W. L. Matthews 
Refers to the Bank of Hyannis. 
Kearney* (Buffalo) .................-- WARREN PRATT 
Refers to City National Bank and Farmers’ Bank. 


coln* Oee aes 
HARWOOD, AMES & PETTIS. Attorney for First 
National 


k. 
Michael Sickafoose. Refers to First National B’k, 
Falls City Neb. 


Madison* (Madison)...................- James Nichols 
Refers to First National Bank of Madison. 
MoCook*(Red Willow).................- H W. Cole 
Nebraska City* (Otoe)................ John C. Watson 
Nerfolk* (M. iets cetuéaswabt ei Geo. A. Latimer 
North Platte* (Lincoln)................ J. 8. Hoagland 
Oakdale* ( Antelope)............ eeceseces M. B. Putrey 


we ) 

BLACKBURN & McKINNEY. Attorneys for The 
Cudahy Packing Co., Packers National Bank, 
South Omaha, and’ the Packers Collection 

* Agency. Refer to any bank or busiress house 
in Omaha. 

A. S$. s. CHURCHILL, {ex Attorney General of Ne- 

mite 516 N. Y. Life Bldg. Refers to 


a man Zen, N 
bey - N SWITZLER =a Nat 1 Bank Bldg. 
for N National Bavk. 
. V. Golden 


Ord* alley) agpeddtnceesecocsscscets Thomas 
Pawnse Otte (Pawnee).......---.+-----Story & ‘Suey 





Pender* (Thurston) .....-cce.--cececess R. G. Strong 
Refers to State peaks of meen! — First Nat. B’k. 





d to David City 
C. Patterson 
.-E. F. Le cage oy 
geworthy, r. 
LN. Vining 
a aeinnenderedanad ¥. M. Northrop 
riah Brunner 
Geo. W. Bemis 
NEVADA 
Austin* (Lander)............-....2.sccee W. D. Jones 
Se? CENT ei cnccccccence cenekesene 
BR CW ncs cccccce coscccesesess Wm. Webster 
Virginia* (Stery)......... .... Geo. D. Pyne 
NEW HAMPSHIRE 
Andover (Merrimack)................--- Geo. W. Stone 
Bristol ( DL aietedcdgicesseae’ Dearborn & Chase 
Concord* (Merrimack).................-. w.D. 
Dover* (Strafford) ........ Send to Som: 
Franklin (Merrimack) .. .. James E. Barnard 
Frankim Falis (Merrimack). ieasousaed Send to Franklin 
0 eee A. § 
Great Falle ae. jenwecs coat Send to 
Keene* (Cheshire)............. 
Laconia* (Belknap). ............-.- 
NN Sa 
Man (Hillsboro) 
Nashua* (Hillsboro) .. 
Ne (Sullivan).. 





wport* 
Peterboro (Hillsboro) . Jam 
Refers to the First National iiank of F Peterboro. 





NEW JERSEY. 
Arlington (Hudson)............... Send to Jersey Ci 
As Park (Memnouth) .. Send to 





— ic Yr —- ncocogad Chas. A. Baake 
=e (Hadson)...... an Buskirk & Parker 
videre* oa. wbied John H. Daulke 
Bordentown (Burlington)... ..-Isaac E. Antrim 
Bound Brook (Somerset). ......... Robert R. La Monte 


Samden* (Cainden) -..... CHAS. L. R. CAMPBELL 

317 Market st. Prompt | — to ay i —_ 
Jape May Cit — May)...... 

Cabeth (Walon) eo RICHARD FL HENRY 
108 Broad i 

Flemin * (Hunterdon).............. Paul A. 

Freehold* (Monmouth) .. ..... FREDERICK PA 
Refers to Central National Bank. 


Hackensack* (Bergen).... ............- C. W. Berdan 


dackettstown (Warren) ............-...-- H. W. Hunt 

(H Di dehahhaakakbie Send to J = 
ioboken (Hudson) ................ . Alex. C. ng 
Jersey City* (Hudson).......... WILLIAM P. MARTIN 


4 Oakland ave. 

Long Branch (Monmonth) 
Thomas P. Fay (of Fay & Van Note). 
Clarence G. Van Note (of Fay & Van Note). 

Vianasquan (Monmouth). 


Matawan (Monmouth) ..... eee Send to 
Morristown* (Morris) ............... Willard W. Cutler 
fount Holly* -- epemmane cacenaid Walter fee Barrowe 


Vewark* ( 
omnes. GYRNE, 22 Clinton street. * Collections 


wittiaw Pe P. MARTIN. 

Yew Srunswick* (Middlesex)..... Warren R. Schenck 
Refers to National Bank of New Jersey and Peo 
ple’s National Bank. 

Ocean City (Cape May). ....-Albert A. Howell 
Refers to Central Trost Co. 


DE sb sdbapescdaduncdecaces Wm. W. 
Paterson* (Passaic)... .. .James G. Blauve.t 
P ainfield (Union) ................. - Reed & Coddington 
Princeton (Mercer) ................-.-+.-- Dennis 
Rahway (Union) ..................-.+-- Leslie Lupton 

(Monmouth) ............. A & Bop 
bibsindoucdedn ames L. Griggs 


Trenton* (Mercer) 
THE MERCER LAW & COLLECTION AGENCY, 103 
East State st. H. Le Roy Applegate, Attor- 

ney at Law, M Refer to Broad Street Nat'l 


Bank and Trenton Trust & Safe _—— 
Woodbridge (Middlesex). .... Send to New ick 
David O. Watkins 


NEW YORK. 
Albany* (Albany) ....Countryman, Du Bois & Bevans 
Amsterdam (Mon 


JA ES P. Rup, 26 Court st. Refers to Nassau 
at’) Bank and the German-American Bank. 
POWELL & DAMRON, 396 Fourth st. 





B 


Carefal 





uffalo* (Ene) 
CHARLES R. & CLARENCE U. ag ate 53 & 54 
WhiteB 


also 309 Broadw: 


conscientious 


i 2 


all kinds of legal business, including 
and ———— Refer to City oe and Ger- 


CLINTON & ¢ & CLARK, 1012 Guargnty Bl Refer to 
Marine Ban Buffalo. = 


Cambridge tWanhiny 
Re: 


ROAR f£liot B. Norton 


ston) 
fers to. r marl > Rice & Co., Seedsmen. 


Rang See 


Cu- (J a dats ootaauaeetad Frank , a 
Cc Gs ts bane sudcdocassuhe 
Refers to Catekill Nat'l and ‘Tanners’ N Nat at’ : Banke 
Charlotte ( D cccccccescesoonae md to 
Chatham (Columbia)........... -....---- . Barrett 
Collage Point (Que — Chathantend to Whiteston 
mt (Queens)...........- ) 
Gentes Gielen... oa es 
* (Cortland) ....0.....202--- Edmond C. Alger 
Commercial litigation and collections a 8 ity. 
(Livingston) ...............------ B. G. Foss 
Dunkirk (Chautauqua)............- Stearns & Warner 
wae (Chemung) .-..........------ Robert T. Turner 
Flushing (Queens).........--..--- Send to Whitestone 
Fulton (Oswego) .........---.--- Frederick G. Spencer 
eae ‘oe iseigwssn--c-assers * ty Bachman 
(Warren).............. . Armstrong 
Gouverneur (St. Lawrence)... ..-....-- William Neary 
Refers to — of Gouverneur. 
oes eneoys Falls (ie (Monroe).......--.--! fend to Rochester 
e DD. codncctoces 
Hornelisville (Steuben). ...........-- Chas. Conderman 
Hudson* (Columbia) ............-..---- A. F. B. Chase 
Ithaca* (Tompkins) .............-.---- James L. Baker 
Jamestowu (Chautauqua) snmp os Fowler & Weeks 
Refer to Jamestown National k. 


wu* ( 


FAYETTE E. MOYER 


) 
Refers to Bradstreet's and the Johnstown Bank. 
Keeseville (Essex).............-.---.---- N. T. Hewitt 
Refers a ta National Bank. 


Kingston* ( 


ter) 
D. G. Mikes 43 John st. Refers to Kingston 
National 


Bank. 


Howard Chipp, 29 Estrand. Refers to National 
Bank of Kondout. 


Lockport* (N 


peococeccccese-ese-- Joshua Gaskill 


iagara) 
Refer to Niagara County National Bank and Ne 
tional oe Bank. 


Malone (Frank/in 
References : 


Marathon eee 
Mount Vernon tw 


New’ ( 

New 

NEW YORK* 
FRANK C. 


Ry ssncnneas FREDERICK G. PADDOCK 
Veople’s Nat'l eee 1Banks. 


0 Cortland 
...John C. R. Taylor 
——— 


‘eatchester) .. 


le (Westchester) atestiides John F Lambden 


ew York) 


ARKER, 44 Pine st. Refers to Hide & 


Leather National Bank. 


CARTER, 


HUGHES & ~ Y Suite 150-160, 96 


Bruadway, and 6 Wall st. (See card.) 
ae 5 MARTIN & STEPKENS, Equitable B) 
120 


Martin and 


enry Melville, William P. 
mos H. Stephens). 


wa (Hi 


POWELL & DAMRON (Omar Powell. W. C. Demren), 
206 Broadway, N. Y., and 396 Fourth st., 
| ang Counsel for Gilbert Elliott Law Co and 
or ssociation. 


Atto neys’ and A 


gencies’ A 


1 ettention to litigated cases in State and 


Caited States courts. 


(See card back page.) 


RUSSELL & wpllding 253 Broadway Consulting 


petra 


Soe Ass.ciation, Insur- 


C: rporati Son La 
JAMES ES C. “SPENCER, St. Pani. Bidg, 220 Broadway. 
counsel. 


General la 
0 B. THOMAS, 


Collecti 


ractice and consulting 
Wall st. General law practice. 


Tare Consulting counsel. 
FRANK T. WEL 44 Pine st. Refers to People’s 
Trust Company of brooklyn, N. Y. 


Niagara Falls (Niagara).........-- b & Cohn 
" Ag > =a weose. soe fom oldstone 
Olean (Cattarangus)..-.........--- Frederick W. Kruse 
Oneida (Madison) ............. .---.-- Burke & Brewer 


Refer to N: 
ants’ State Bank, and Central Ban 


Rhinebeck (Dutchess)... 
—_ (Suffolk) 





Refers to Riverhead Savings Bank and Suffolk 
County Nationa Bank 


Rochester* 
BROWN & POOI POOLE, (Selden S. Brown, Harry Otis 


Poole) 337 &338 Powers Bldg. 
_ and Fede 


Practice in City, 
ral courts. Refer to Traders’ 


ional Bank. 
1oun D. “BURKS, geome & Barry Bdg. Refers 
to Adi 


Rochester; D. S. 


Morgan & Co. —, and Otto Gas Engine 
hiladel 
—_ R. FANNING, lider Bag. attention 
To, - ‘ers to Traders’ 
ational Bank, or any of the City banks. 
pov te Counsel). 
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Rome (Oneida)....... .....-..... McMAHON & aoe 
Refer to First National Bank, Rome Gas Light 4 
Rome Electric Works and Rome “Daily Sentinel.’ 
Rondout (Ulster).............- ..Send to Kingston 
See Ane Topas sawed 


i to yo National Bank ro Sands i 
P. BUTLER 


Whittaker 
babar: sdhhonasiial Jacob W. Clute 


- NOD siducanccecused Pend to Rochester 


yracuse* 

COVILLE & ay 23 & 25 Everson Bldg. Special 
attention to commercial and real Seats law. 
Refer to Bank of Syracuse. 

WILLARD A. GLEN, ape Wieting Block. Prempt 
attention given to collections and co: 

a all of the State. Refers to 


WILSON 8 & COBB. 1 Third National Bank Bldg. Re- 


fer to Third National Bank. 
Tona’ MN nckstink cqdubsackeuhs T. € 
Troy* (Rensselaer)...................- John P. 
Utica* (Oneida)............... tteson & De 

(Cortland) ........./..........- 
Ww: burgh (Warren)............-..- L. C. Aldrich 
With (Webel: A. H. Sawye 
Whi isha ale asia 

Refers to the Old National Bank ‘of Whitehall. 

White Plains" ( WEREA.. 
= PES SE lfred Mitchel) 

‘ers to Queens County Bank at Long City. 
Yonkers (W: sb NSE Ee Wm. C. Kellogg 

NORTH CAROLINA 
Ashboro* (Randolph) ...............-. Wm. C. Hammer 
* (Buncom 


) 
W. E. BREESE, Jr., Rooms 7, 8 & 9 First Nat'l Bank 
Bldg Refers to Western Carolina Bank and 


Puasdhens. 
McCall & Rogers. Refer to the “pated Park Bank 
and Western — 


Sater (Moore) ...JNO. W. 
(Durham) 


"HINSDALE. Ray = 





Prac 
Piedmont Bank, or any bank or business man ip 
Greensboro. 


Small & 
Refer to Elliott Bros., Baltimore, Md., and 
Forbes, Greenville. 

High Point :Guilford)...... ....-- STEDMAN & RAGAN 
Refer to Nationa! Bank of High Point, the Bank 
of Guilford. Greensboro, N. ©., «r any business 
man in High Pvint. 


Jefferson* (Ashe) ......+.--.--..--.----- W. R. Lovil) 
Refers to Major A. D. Reynolds, Bristol, Tenn. 
Lexington* (Davidson) .............- Walser & Walser 


Refer to the Bank of Lexington. 
Monroe* (Union) 
Armfie d. Refers to People’s Bank of Mon-# 
roe and the N . tional Bank of High Point. N.C. 
ete & Redwine. Refer to People’s Bank, 
and Heath, Morrow & Co. 


Mi Airy ( Die pia cceees seus’ Geo. W: 5 
New Berne* (Craven)............-.-----+- R. B. Nixon 
ak 


. Refers to 
Local counsel for 
hern Railway 


Co. 

Ino. W. a eville, NG Th , amend of 

leigh and Fa: C) _—— 

Court Jud oN. C e H.'B. Claflin Co 

Dunham, nckley & 65, Mutual Reserve Fund 
Life Assoc., New York m Mutual Life 
Assoc., Philadelphia ; dtronss Bros. & Os.. 
Baltimore. Compiler of the Abstract of the 
Commercial Laws of North Carolina in the 
AMERICAN BANK REPORTER. 


Rockingham* (Richmond)......... Cameron Morrison 
Rexboro* (Person).................--- Wm. D. Merritt 
Refers to the People’s a of Roxboro. 
Shelby ren Lemitloc vbctive sennshe Gidney & Webt 
Statesville* (Iredell) ............... Armfield & Turner 
Sutherland (ashe) SRE ARE ARES Send to Jefferson 
Williamston* (Martin)......... ...... — 3 Stubbs 
Wilmington* (New en cocee P. B. Mannin 
Winston* (Forsythe) ....--. "JONES & PATTERSO 
Collections made in all 1 parts ef the State. Refer 


to Wachovia and People’s National Banks. 


NORTH DAKOTA. 


BISMARCK* (Burleigh) 
A.T. se ge successor to Newten & Patterson. 
Refers to the Bismarck Bank. 


Devil’s Lake* (Ramsey)..-........-.- E. A. MAGLONE 
Refers to First Netonal Bank of Devil’s Lake. 
Dickinson” (Stark)............... James G. Campbell. 

Refers to First National Bank. 
— oxpdidubuctéédiabs A. D. Flemington 


WM Bal = BARNET, Rooms 8 & 9 Morton Block, Broad- 


y attended to. 
= De. mo &. MORRILL, MILL. Piret National Bank Block. 
Firs! and Red River Valley Nat’|Banks. 
en Roberta. Refers to Red River Valley Nat'l 
Bank and First National Bank. 
Grafton* (Walsh)............-....... Phelps & Phelps 


Grand Forks* (Grand Forks) 
GEORGE A. poset Refers to Merchants’ National 
—_ » AT, and to Wardner, Bushnell, 


Chicago. 
TRA Crk, R. GANGS. Hefer to Merchants’ Nat’! B’k. 
LEDRU GUTHRIE. General practice. Refers to 
the First National Bank. 

Hillsboro* (Traill)..................-+eee0s- J. ¥F. Selby 

Mandan* (Morgan).....................--- B. W. Shaw 

Northwood ( NID. cncnss denpans M. V. Linwell 

Steele (Kidder)...................-- es H. 

Valley City* (Barnes).......... ‘WARTIN E E. REMME 
Refers to First National Bank and any business 
house in eae City. 

Wahpeton* (Richland).................. W. E. Purcell 

OHIO, 

Akron* (Summit).........-...0-+-.----++-- Otis & Otis 

Alliance (Stark) ..............-..-......- D. E. Rogers 
Refers to the Alliance Bank Co. 

Ambeorst (Lorain) ..........cccccccccccccses See Elyria 

Andover (Ashtabula).............. W. Roberts 

Ashtabula (Ashtabula) .......... G. Willard Belknap 
Refereto Ashtabula Bank Co. & Farmers’ Nat. B’k. 

Ashville (Pickaway) .................. G. W. Morrison 


Athens* (Athens) 
L. A. KOONS. Refers to Bank of Athens. General 
law and collections. Notary public and steno- 
Business for non-residents given 
prompt attention. 
James F. — Refers to Bank of Athens. 


Barnesville (Belmont)...... ............ Petty & Crew 
Batavia* (Clermont) .............. Swing & MeDonald 
Bellefontaine* Ran dadtwage mean & Newell 
Blanchester ( Re ecécuwteusss csedaee Jos. M. Brant 
Bewling Green* (Wood).... ...... VINCENT J. WALTZ 


Refers to First National and Commercial Banks. 
General law and collections. Business for mercan- 


tile houses, non-residents and others given prompt 
attention. Notary and stenographer in office. 
Bremen (Fairfield) ................. Send to St. M 
Bryan* ( Williams)....................- John B. W te 
e* (Crawford) ................. Edward Vollrath 
Sb citexsccccesccagsdiuaal J B. Worley 
Caldwell* (Noble) .....................- D. 8. Sprig 
Cam * (Guerneey)............ .. Theo. E. 
Camden LES a Frank G. Shuey 
Canal Fulton (Stark).................. A. J. Kittinger 
Canton* (Stark) 


MILLER & POMERENE, Central Savings Bank Bldg. 
kefer to any bank in the city. 

Carey (Wyandot) ..................002- _ Bixby 

Carrollton* (Carroll) ..............-- . P. Mortland 
Refers to the J. B. Cummings Bank Co. 

Celina™ (Mercer) John Kramer 

Cheshire (Gallia Send to Gallipolis. 

Chillicothe* (Ross). .............-.....- Wilby G. Hyde 

CINNATI* (Hamilton) 

SCOTT BONHAM, Lincoln Inn Court, 519 Main st. 
Refers to National Lafayette Bank. General 
law and collections. Special attention to in- 
solvency and gpa matters. Practice in 
i woot pone courts . itions taken. 

oe stenograp er in office. 

WM. E. BROOKS, Rooms 15 & 16 Carlisle Bldg. 

Special attention to commercial litigation, col 
lections, probate, insolvency and citeckinent 
— Long distance telephone. Notary and 

her in office. 

BENJAMI COX, 36 East Fourth st. Corpora- 
tion commercial li tigation. Refer to Merch- 

ants’ National Bank. 


Refers to Franklin Bank, Ar- 
mour Packing Co. and any ‘busi- 
ness house or commercial agency 
= the city. —— ~ yond as- 

gnments, corpora an 

eral practice in any court. 
ports promptly made. No charge 
unless successful. No and 
a pher in office. Liec- 
charges—10% on first $100; 
~ in excess to $1,000. Us 

| division with attorneys. 
W. J. DAVIDSON, St. Paul Bidg, 111 E. Fourth st. 
a practice and collections. Commer- 
litigation. Refers to Equitable oo 1 — 

JOHNSON & LEVY, Chamber of Commerce 
— to Equitable National Bank, Senbues ° 

erecor ational Clearing House. 

orto PFLEGER, 483 Scenaten Bldg. Refers to 
Fourth National and German National Banks. 
Claims against insolvents, replevins and at- 
— specially attended to. Commercial 


WINKLER & ROGERS, 601 & 602 Johnston Bldg. 
References: Union Savings Bank & Trust Co., 
Louis Amberg & Co., M. & A. Isaacs, H. & G. 
Feder and H. Wolff & Co. Prom pt and efficient 
collection department. Depositions carefully 








ALFRED GROVES, 
507 Johnston Bldg. 4p 





taken, Corporation, commercial and insur- 
ance law. 
Circleville” ee er pecunsnodsLspulee H. A. Weldon 
Clevelana” (Cuy 


mo & — E, €05-606 Cuyahoga Bidg. Refer 
obbing house in Cleveland 

FRANK R: TMERCHA af 614 ty tor Savings Bldg. 

Refers to First National Bank, Standaid Sew 

ing eg Co. and The Loew Filter Co. of 

eland ion and general law. 

NOBLE. PINNEY & LLARD, Society for Savings 

Building. Attorneys for Cleveland Sa: ings & 

BankingCo. Refer toCleveland Trust Co. and 
Union Nat onal Bank of Cleveland. 

tion and commercial law. Stenographers and 





Refer to Grafton National Bank. 


notary in office. 








Cleveland— 
HART CANFIELD a CALLAGHAN, 306-3u9 ig Bert _ 
Bidg. Ref ler to Central National Ban 


ge & Banking Co. 8 A ad, on ws. 


O DonnellElevato: 
\™ nerulal, probate snd eorporstion ame 
me , pro’ an aw 
attention to mercantile collections. endl os 
mercial litigation. Correspondence attended 
to without delay. All business of non-resi- 
dents given ~ = attention. Refers to Dime 
Savings & b Co., Cleveland; Dollar 
Savings Bank, Wheelin ‘Drug Co., o., Wheeling, 
W. Va.; First Nationa k, Belmont, O. ; 
National Collecting Co., Cincinaatt The Bris- 
tol Mercantile Agency, Peoria, 1l).; Publish- 
ere’ Collecting Ageaey. S. © ig” Minn, News 
Publishing Co., The E. C. 
ena Aaeh Philadel ia; ‘The Lewis Com- 
mercial A , Allen . Wrisley Co., ya 
ARTHUR A. SiEAR is, 815 Society oe Savingn Miag 
General practice in all State and Feder 


c—— — to a a 
ation. Notaries and stenographers 
or taking depositions. Refers to State Na- 


JAS. — WILLIAMS, 204 Superior st. gimnnaasiet 


tions. Refers 

tral and Union Nat'l B’ks and Sav. a Trette, 
JOHN 0. WINSHIP, Blackstone Block. Kefers to 
Cleveland National 


bus* (Franklin) 
F. F. D. ALBERY, Room 40, Poard of Trade. At- 
pray fur Commercial National Kank and Ses- 
sions & Co., Investment Bankers. 

ALBERY & DILLON, H18% South High st. Steno- 
grapher and Notary for depositions. Refers to 
Chie National Bank, " ‘ommercial Nat'l Bank, 

atl Judge or wholesale house in Columbus. 
& Morton, Huntington Euilding. 
Brinks r & Brinker. 


Columbus Grove (Putnam) ........ -----Guy B. Killer 
Comming (Perry) ..ccccccccccses cocccoscee ds M, Potter 
Co (iiazai) 
J. H. Marlin. 
J. Guy O'Donnell. 
Cayahoas Falls ay idecckomsauuans C. N. Russell 
Dayton* (M 
W. E. BEE i . Collections and com.- 
mervia) la ny card page.) 
oe. WA CRAWFORD, 1 to 4 Beckel Bidg. 
to all banks. 
Defiance* a pesces ccaboscesatunse M. E. Oreutt 
De Graff (Logan) .......-.....---+-«+-- Huston & Curl 
pial on anne ecesee secvece a. a 
Dennison (Tusearawas) ..........-...---- . W. Elson 
East Liverpool (Columbia "Grosshans & Grosshans 
Eaton’ * (Preble) i cccccescnnsveesensees Edmond 8. RYH 
PGi ccadnccoccccessiete.oesed LEE STROUP 
gustan” thanoe to —— Bank of Elyria. 
ceemeerionebianssebnadiba John Baker 
ere — chnbipen se 


Fremont* hm pa 
w ford 


Galion (Cra Diownandbees coe 1... Coulter & Tracht 
Gallipolis* (Gallia)........... ....-- T. E. BRADBURY 
Refers to First National Bank. age | — 
to commercial and " ~eppaned P Notary and 
her in office 
Grafton ( D. oceccccodétecsedehmnastnn See 
Greenville* (Darke).... ........-- Knox, Marts & 
Hamilton* (Butler).............. ROBERT P. — 
Commercial probate and corporativn law. Refers 
to First National Bank. Also office in Cincinnati. 
Hillsboro* (Highland).................- Steele & Sams 
Haron (Sandusky). ...............----+.--- Cc M. BE 
[ronton* (Lawrence) ...........-..-.--- GEO. W. KEY 


Refers to Firat, Second and Citizens’ Nat'l Banks 
and county officers. General law and coll 





Business for non-residents given prompt attention 

Notary public. 
TJackson* (Jackson) ..........-.-.-+0+-+- E. C. Powell 
Jefferson* (Ashtabula).............----- T. E. Hawley 
Kent (Portage) .........-.....----+-- Send to Ravenna 
Kenton* ( whaccnccodse Johnson & Jobneon 
Lancaster’ (F aapah ageeakeaane C. M. Strickler 
Lebanon* (Warren).................--- R. J. Shawhan 
Leetonia (Columbiana)..............- John B. Morgan 
Leipsic (Putnam)... ..........------++--- J.H. b 
Lima (Allen).......... Cable & Parmenter 
Lisbon* (Columbiana) eddidine hoosasactens J. A. Martin 
Lo; ee ig 

an Hi Bright 

Virgil C wry. 
London* (Madison). .............---+ Lincoln & Lincoln 
Lorain (Lorain) ..... ..--. D. H. AIKEN 


pes on law and ‘collections: “Business ~ ~~ 
ents en it attention otary in office. 
Refers to enfield Ave. Savings Bank and Lorain 
Savings & Banking Co. 


Malta (Morgan)...........---- Send to McConnelsville 
Mansfeld” thichinnd sae haadiie « JESSE E. La DOW 
specialty. Attorney tor Citi- 

zens’ Savin . 
Marietta* (W b coseut UNDERWOOD & LUDEY 


Refer to Citizens’ National Bank, Strecker Bros. 
and Marietta Mfg. Co. Attorneys for R. G. Dun 
& Co. and Snow-Chureh Co. | end practice. 


spina Uae stenographer in 
oy capenucacueasel J. ro McNeal & Sons 
Refer to the ‘armers & Mechanics’ Bank Co. 
Martinsville ae ema abs pane eT 
Massillon* (Stark).......... ----- Orland C. Volkmor 
McComb (Hancock) ...........+------ W. F. Bri 
McConnelsville* ( organ) pub pene oeSeen H. KE. Foster 








ht te Pid AAA 4 4 4 4 ee 


on content 8 efad 
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OOO meee et eweeeeenwee 






Miamisburg (Montgomery).............- W.A. Rei 

Middletows (iu Mucktudicleksocod & Todhutter 
Minster (Auglaize os n0csneeade to St. Mary's 
Mount Sterling ( M) ..----..-Mitchell & Tanner 
Mount Vernon” (Knox)..............- & Moore 
Newark (Licking)..............-- Fulton & Fulton 
New Comerstown (Tuscarawas)... E. E. Lindsay 
New Philadelphia* (Tuscarawas).......- J. F. Kuhns 
North Baltimore | ternenamansga . H. MeMillen 
Norwalk* (Huron).............000«.---: ‘G. RAY CRAIG 


Business for non reaidente gi ven ae attention. 
City solicitor and satereee for R. G. Dun & Co. 
ers to First National Bank. 


Ottawa* (Putnam).................. Charles T. Malone 
Painesville* (Lake)..............- ----. Tuttle & Tuttle 

OT SS eee ee ----Jamison & Davis 
Port Clinton* (Ottawa)...............- A. — 


“CLAIMS a In COLD 


Ravenna* ( 

H. L. L. Beatty. "Refers to First and Second Na 

c. 0. ING INGELL ‘Refers to Second National Bank 
and any business house in Ravenna. All} 
business given prompt attention, incl 
probate and collections Notary Public. 

E. W. Maxson. Refers to First 
tional Banks of Ravenna. 


Ripley (Brown) . Young 
Roseville (Muskingum)...... se W. Williams 
Refers to Wilham Dini ad 





Salem (Columbiana)............... Salen © Metzger 

Salineville (Columbiana)..........---.---- L. C. Moore 

Sandusky* (Erie).......... .. GEORGE A. BLACKFORD 
All legal matters given | ats attention. Refers 
to Second Nati e 

Sardinia (Brown) Pe. D. White 
Book ‘alt . lock. “Ref ingonda X iBank, 

walter ers to at’ 

St. Clairsville* : Belmont) ...........--- Milligan 

St. Mary's Ba ame iigdee deve. seunee Sohn a Koenig 

Steubenville (Jefferson)...... ecevecccesece P.P. Lewis 

Thurman (Gallia) .............-..++ Send to Galli 

Tiffin* (Seneea).............. eeétetesadd a. gely 


Toledo* (Lucas) 
CHITTENDEN & CHITTENDEN, Drummond Block. 
Commercial law and collections a specialty. 
Refer to Ketcham National Bank, Merchants & 
Clerks Savings Bank, and wholesale trade of 
city in Deposi tions taken in office 
H. , = S. Refers to any bank in Toledo. 
reial law a 6) 
HENRY. $. “BUNKER, Valentine. Gen- 
eral practice in "all courte, State and Federal. 
Refers to Holcomb and Ketcham Nat'l Banks ; 
also The Bradstreet Co. of Toledo. 
JOHN R. CALDER, Spitzer Bldg. General law and 
collections. tor non-residents given 
pt attention. Notary public in office. 
Refers te David Robison, Jr., & Sons, bankers, 
L. jind Northern Notional Rent. General 
301 er eneral prac- 
tice in all courts and collections. Refers to the 
Northern National Bank. 
Toronto GREED « «000 ccsccecsvcesvevess 8. B. Taylor 
rte (Tuscarawas) . - Send to 





Refers i at ei Bank of Urbana and Cham- 
National Bank. 

Van Wert* (Van Wert).................-- G. L. Marble 
Cl a. Send to Gallipolis. 
Wapakoneta* (Augliaize).......... Anderson & Linzes 
Warren* ro bull) bsecedoecoséueuse Wm. G. Baldwin 
Washington C. H.* (Fayette) .......-. Somes S- . Allen 

Refers to ae Commercial = at this jo 
Waverly* (Pike) . eee Caldwell 
Wellston (Jackson) . sndiveboddhesuveteeesine A. E. Jacobs 


Refers to First National Bank of Wellston. 
Wellsville (Colambiana)............-...-. F. L. Wells 
Wilmington* (Clinton) ..... Slone, — &¢ Sovengse 

er 


Wooater* (Wayne) ............-.---- E. Say 
Refers to the Wooster National Ban 
Yellow Springs (Gr (Greene) .........-... z ee be ae 
wn" ( Joccceccccecs g 
Zanoweilie® deoxinrentt bc ccceseedcecee ds A. PORT 
OKLAHOMA TERRITORY. 

El Reno (Canadian)................--- 

Guthrie* ( ogee) aneehabonevs emnel FRED. PFENDLE 

n Refers i E. coe, Oe Clerk pores my - — 
agfisher* (Kingfisher). . os stew 

pS eer io Brown 


Refer to Bank of Mulhall and People’s Bank. 


Blockton, Iowa. 
Newkirk* (Kay)........... .....-...-.- William Rouse 
Norman* (Clevelan Deocanvce otse Fisher & Hennessey 
(Oklahoma)..... eecoues las & Douglas 
nt (Noble) .........006. ---Van k & Lo 
Stillwater* (Payne)..... sececesve ceed P. King 
OREGON. 
Proccocncnces aeliaiamalaind R. 
Seeeeer ‘tees ARERR LE FEL os BS H. D Nortee 
ogy ret National Bank at this lace. 
eens to Thrift & Langiois, Langiois, —_e 
= Reet, Sesenne PRET ae ONS & EMMONS 
‘ore’ usiness a specialty. 
Salem* (Marion) ..............-..--. 4 


Ushem® (Union) .ccccccccccccccccccccnsecs Cc. H. M 
Refers to Farmers & Traders’ Nat'l B’k, LaGrande. 


PENNSYLVANIA. 


Allegheny’ (Allegheny)........... MeCready & Moore 
JAS. hat HAA iP, Dist. fe Lehigh county. 
5 tterney for 
Refers to Allentown or Second N 
eer 
LEISENRING & ATKINSON. Solicitors for First 
ys 5S Bank of Altoona. 
Allison W. Porter, Mateer Buildin 
HORACE G.STOVER, Itsoms ¢ 7 icholeon Bldg. 
Refers to First National Bank. 
Ashland (Schu yikill) EERE SES W.C. Devit 
Refers to the Citizens’ National Bank. 
Beaver Falls ( ie ngdainamanise Gilbert L. Eberhart 
Bellefonte* (Centre) ....................- ihn M. Dale 
Bethlehem ( — , ) A = lehem 
Blooms umbia).......... arles G. Barkley 
IEE ce ccintwcaccecsccecesas W.H 
Brock ~ ceaitianes H. B. M 


). . Alexander C.4John M. W 


Carbondale ned pééciGueqais ames E. Burr 

Carlisle* (Cumsbortand) dinsanebisnine cE Berg, Jr 
Refers to the Carlisle Deposit Bank 

Chambers' (Franklin)......... HOWARD F. NOBLE 


Refers to Valley National Bank of Cham’ 
and First National Bank of Greencastle, Pa. Gen- 
eral law and collections. Business for non-resi- 


dents given prompt attention. Charges 
Chester ( MPR ccccccccconncedesuce A. A. Cochran 
Clarion* ( & Maffett 


Refer to the First and Second National —% 
Cleartield* (Cleartield 


Connellsville ( Fayette jeubascgbecossutda x - 
Coudersport* (Potter).................. 


Refers to First National Bank of ‘Goniteroport 


Danville (Montour)....... Kase W 
* (Northampton) ...... ..W. S. & M. KIRKPATRICK 
(Wm. o Kirkoatrl ae Ex-Attorney-General; Mor- 
tis Kirkpatrick, U. 8. Commissioner), 8. W. Cor. 
ae 
I acc nodemicneial 


mn) C.W 
Erie to the First National Bank of Emporium. 
e 


Erie) 
— M. B. Seeeeeee. Refers to Second Nat'l 
and Ball & Colt, bankers. General law 


a pt Business for non-residents 
will receive ——— attention. 
pS eae 


L. 

peberg? (A Adams : w.c 
aes to First National Ba Bank of ie WA ve 
—— ——— ie aeeenaineieinail P Packed 


ae UStIN Ca CARTER Room 2, Kelker Bldg. Refers 
burg Trust Co. and Harrisburg Na- 


H. L. Nissley North 3d st. 
8.58 ‘ers to the Harrisburg Trust Co. 


Waite & . Refer to euieee Nat'l Bank. 
Haselton (Luzerne) . J. Kelley 

Refers to Hazelton “National Bank. 
Hollidaysburg* (Blair)................ John M. ee 
Honesdale* ( Decccee .-.--A. T. Searle 
Hummelstown ( ON ae ’T. Schaffner 
Huntingdon* (Huntingdon)...-........ Horace = Dunn 
Johnstown (Cambria) ....................- H. Kuhn 
Lancaster* ( eae Junius B. Kaufman 


--...-Frank B. Hargrave 

Refers to Firat and Citizens’ Nat'l B’ks at Latrobe 
* (Lebanon)..... ....P. §, KEISER 
Reference Farmers’ National Bank of Lebanon, 
and Palmyra Bank of Palmyra Pa. 
and collections. Prompt attention given to busi- 

- ete = meal ou. Bawerd 8 
eure (Union wi haughnessy 
Refers to eeabers National Bank. 

Lewistown* com 7. Howard 10 sa 





Lock ae spbesmate «ocokaiaal 

Mahano (Gehuphi 

Maach alk sagees Horace be ¥. Lentz 
Re > to the First and Second wars Banks. 


L. Christy 


ee 

Media* (Delaware). ........ William Cloud Alexander 
Refers to the First National Bank of Media. 

Mercer* (Mercer)................ John W. Bell 

Mk cncancescouséewe -. Horace P. Glover 


) ..Frank M. Reber 
Mount Carmel (Northumberland) .. . ... J. E. BASTRESS 
General law and collections. Business for non- 
residents given prompt attention. Notary in office. 
Refers to First National Bank, Mt. Carmel, and 
the B:adstreet Co., Philadelphia. 
Mount Pleasant at ( Wesmoreland) eomnatiania A. Cort 
New Castle* (Lawrence) .............. H. xe «GREGORY 
Refers to the Firs First. National Bank. 
Norristown* (Montgomery) ..... WM. F. —“— 


ie anit pron 


PHILADELPHIA‘ (Philadelphia) 

S. H. ALLEMAN (Law firm Sharp & Alleman 
603 & 605 Chestnut st. Business catablished 
in 1867. Commercial, insurance law and col- 
lections. Collection ——— thoroughly 
equipped. References: The Bradstreet Co or 

any bank or prominent business house in 


A wy ae 1. "BAMBERGER, 1 a Building, 
° a) 
606 Collections. 


t at. roial la 
to Gommeutel i National “Bank John & 








myy  y 
a tee and collections. to t- 


JOSEPH A. REED, 30 North Seventh st. Refers to 
Trust Co, Howett Warner & Co., 

Ivins, Dietz & Magee. Commercial practice 

3, 435 and 437 Chest- 


133 So. 12th st. 
Mercantile 


be 
HE 
8 


Philadel ‘Trust 4 e Deposit Co. and 
sonuaan 
THeCHEADY a 7 Aten mn gs Sole repre- 
oe Natienal Clearing 
es ond e-—, Lawson le 
Collections mptly made. in all 
courts. Refer to Pitteburg National Bank of 
National Coal Co., Ltd., and Wal- 


ther Robertson Eee Co. ’ 

WAY & MORRIS (Alvin A. M Wm. A. Way), 
Carnegie Bldg. Long Dist. T 
Equity, real estate and 


F.C. Mosier 
rs B. W. CUMMING, - 
Attorney for ’ National Bank. General la’ 
and collections. Business for non-residents 


Punxsuta’ (Jefferson) .......... a L — 
and Citizens’ Bank. 


mtn Sttben, m8 Westie mst. Corporation 

and commercial law to Farmers’ Nat'l 

—— Penn National Banks, Reading Trust Co. 
ond Dele ee Co. 

O'REILLY & DEYSHER, (Jas. A. O'Reilly, E. H. 
Deysher), $08 to 610 Court st. Refer to Nat'l 
Union Bank and Farmers’ Nat’! Bank, 

E.J. Whitehead, Mgr. North Amer. Mercan 
een ti Bat, zs H. peaaieasee 


Chestn 
~— P. a Sees 
non-residen ven Bank > teen 


fers to National 
Co. and Pennsylvania Trust 
Wenere CAN.» ~ncecwccccetut<cetsnn exc . KINTNER 
Collections, Orphans Court and eral law busi- 
ness. —— to First National of Sears 


wanna) 
eS oe a Refers to any bank 
wholesale house in the 


18.3. H. ime ae oy 1 ht. coe 
tion to all legai business. 


foe. Alfred ex-Justice Pa. eh 
Court, hs E. F. ; President 


First National k, Bedford, P. 
ont & HUSLANDER, ‘Cominen wealth 
to Dime bay 
West Side" Ban 


Discount Bank 
given prompt 
CHARLES i H. ney not Goal Bay Exchange. Refers to 
> . ers 
First and Third National Banke and Lacka- 
wanna Trust & Safe Deposit Co. 
Shenandoan (Schuylkill) ...... Kdward W. Shoemaker 
— Kean 


Cochran, Payne & McCormick, bankers, 
a. 


Uniontown" (Fayette)................. 

Warren* (Warren).............. Dinsmoor 

W: * (Wi LS lieunaeucnti & 
Watsontown (Northum Jeneees Send to Sunbury 
Wellsboro* ( Deadicesensqunnesst Merrick & Y: 


Luzerne) 
WeEELIX A} ANSART, 1, 34 People’ s Bank er =< Com- 


mercial la litigation as 
JOSEPH MOORE. Refers to First N: a 


People’s Bank and Wilkesbarre Deposit & 
Savings Bank. 
beter wet 4 
CANDOR & MUNSON. Attorneys for Ly 
National Bank, het mig 
ways, Williamsport Water Co. Central Penn- 
cylvania Telephone Ce. “The i. B. Claflin Co. 
and R. G. Dun & 
W. C. GILMORE. Refers to the West Branch Na- 
tional Bank. 





Jas. Dobson, John Wanamaker & &CityTrustCo. 








MYERS && BANKS 


COMMERCIAL LA w, COLLECT 


ATTORNEYS AT LAW, Equitable Building, Memphis, Tennessee. 
IONS AND ADJUSTMENTS, 
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York* os. 
John A. Hoober, Security Title & Trust Bldg. 
John E. Kell. Refers to Drovers & Mechanics’ 


National Bank. 

GEORGE W. HEIGES. References, any bank in Ge 

city. Prompt reports and acknowled 

Personal attention to all matters. A “re 
of fees at the forwarders printedrates. Twen- 
 e -nine years experience in all courts. 

R. I McElroy. Commercial law a oy 
Refers to Yor Trust, Real Estate & Dep. 

Bright R. Paxton, 23 East Market st. 


RHODE ISLAND. 





BALLOU y STON TOWER iis 410, Industrial Trust Co. 
Bldg, No. 49 Westminster st. Refer to Indus- 
mew Co., Manufacturers National Bank 

tic National Bank. 
FRANK. it nRACKSON, 49 Westminster st. Collec 


tions and commercial litigation a s ial 
to Hon. Chas. Matteson, Chie Testis 


Refers 
of Rhode Paced. Industrial Trust Co. and THE 
AMERICAN La 


SOUTH CAROLINA. 


Bie CA Geam)......ccccses.c.ccncecs Claude E 
ghd to Bank of Aiken, F. B. Henderson —s 
Barnwell" (Barnwell). - Bellinger, Townsend&0O’ Bannon 

Refer to Citizens’ Savings Bank. 


CHARLESTO: Charleston) 
MORDECAI a — P. O. Box 156. Refer to 
bank in Coancil fe 


Orangeburg” SE P. T. Hildebrand 
Spartanburg* ( b )..... DUNCAN & SANDERS 

Comm: ections. Refer to National 
Bank of Spartanburg, Pacolet Manufacturing Co. 


and —— Mills at this place. 
Union* Loe eta sha Thomas B. Butler 


SOUTH DAKOTA. 


* (Brown)... -Charles M. Stevens 
Refers to Aberdeea and First National Banks. 
Walworth 





Flandreau* (M 
General law and collections. Refers to Moody 
County Bank a Bank 
Hot a.) eae E. R. Juekett 
Huron* ( © cin dieenieceuson eieniavinieada John L. — 
Madison* (Lake) ..........--... D. D. Holdridge & 
Milbank ( 1D) scmccocsmons -ososeee cavees Geo. 8. Rix 
Refers to Merchants’ Bank. 
Mitchell’ yt ~n omminaeaonnie a E. Hitchcock 
Onida* (S Gully, Fe, ee Andrew McFall 
Refers to the Hughes County Bank at ee 
Pierre* (Hi Pevccoesastuqocesessevesss 
Rapid City* (Pennington). ......... Temple & Séamee 
sIouUx 


FALLS* (Minnehaha) 
BAILEY & VOORHEES. Refer to Minnehaha and 
Sioux Falls National Banks. 
C. A. CHRISTOPHERSON, Edmison-Jameson Bldg. 
Co! ions and commercial litigation a 2S oe 


8 for State B’k'g 
a. 4 


of Sioux Falls. 
— LYON & GATES. A 
~deresegg Co. and Sioux Falls 


sipontononqdsocsd HOWARD B BARC K 
J.K. 


eee ewe rcseenee 


* 
CASE & CASE, 202-203 Richardeon 
actce and commercial eke So piet to First 
Co.; J. D. 


Chattanooga Powder 

New York City; J. N. Gambee, 

Hord, Clove & bree Co., Chicago; A. 
ak ees wManbers Atteenye Be 


SWANEY’ & COO —.. 300-303 Richardson 
ua atid iene tee 
specialties. for 


=} 











WERNICKE SYSTEM EUAsTIC BOOKCASE 


A System of Units that Grows with the Library. 
The doors, when open, 
slide backward, over the 
books into the case, and 
are out of the way.-Al- 
ways complete, yet never 
finished. -Wernicke pays 
the Freight.— Satisfaction 
guaranteed.— Agencies in 
all leading cities; 

THE WERNICKE CO., 
GRAND RAPIDS, MICH 











Elizabethtown* (Carter)............ JOHN M. SIMERLY 
Refers to the People’s Bank. 
Harriman (Roane) ............ ............8. C. Brown 
Refers to First Natienal Bank. 
Jackson* Oretioen) hieccndemnssecwhs William G. Lynn 
CORNICK. SA SANSOM & CORNICK, she then 
ay ven mercantile li 
INGERSOLL & oe PERTON Corporation and com- 
mercial | anes ~e special service. Refer 
to East Tennessee National Bank. 
Lenoir City (Loudon) ................. Send to 
A CID. 5 05.0dc sinc ec nncosesccé John J. Blair 
Refers to the peed Bank 
Wvensa & BA Wks, — Menem of At 
io of rhe nited ited Law & Collec- 
tion can Lawyers’ Association, 
United Commercial Lawyers and Attorneys 
puntaastle 
* (Hamblen) ........ Shields & Moun’ 
Nashville* (Davidson) ..............- --L. R. Campbell 
e fered peisteabinncoencasecednganhd Jno. T. Allen 
paw CWO)... .cccccocscccces M. A. Cummings 
avenly* (Humphreys)................. J. ¥. Shannon 
TEXAS. 





( ) Walton 
Bartlett (Williamson) ................. E. W. IOHNSON 
Commercial law and collections prom attended 
to. Refers to First National Bank of Taylor, Tex. 
Brownwood* (Brown) ...........- Goodwin & Grinnon 
Cameron (Milam) ..............-.--... T. 8. Wy 
Cleburne* —t dnvicinepecéeuiiil Davis 
Coleman* , yh - . “Randolph 1 &w 
carb. HAM 
w. B AMILTON. Refers to R. B. Long, Mayor. 
Navarro) ...........-+------- G 
Dallas* (Dallas) eapenstectecconeas EDWIN 0. HARRE 
235 Main st. Refers to the Nat'l Exchange Bank. 
Denison Ceageen ERRSRRERS Fry sa noted & EPPSTEIN 
Refer to National Bank of Denison and Merchants 
& Planters’ National Bank, 
Denton* (Denton) ...........-.-.-.--- vin C. Owsley 
Exchange National Bank of Denton. 
Eastland* (Eastland)................ 
Refer tv Eastland National _ 
Decccccccccccccees Terrell, Tex. 
Ei Paso* (E] Paso).............-. evn Kemp & Beall 
pansponedescesd Send to Terrell, 


Fort 
GEORGE Q. Mod McGOWN Rooms 28 & 29 Powell Bldg. 
Attorney and and Mercantile Adjuster. 5 
Gaeulictraw set @ te tate of 


Gainesville” (Decks) pen eitouduaeial Davis & Harris 

Galveston* (Galveston) Sa Caos & 

Gatesville* ( EES = J. E. WALKER 
Reters to and City National 

Greenville* = stintadoanssconebe <3 

Hillsboro‘ (Hill). ...........-..--.--- «+++ orks 


Refers to mits Nat'l B’k snd Gitinens? Wer B’k. 
ALLEN & WATKINS, Binz Bldg. Refer to South 
T National Bank of Houston. 





seeeeweee 


San 
c. ss ee en, Judges Distr tears 
reen, 

AMES ROUTLEDGE’ and land law 
. Refers to San Antonio Nat'l Bank. 
Sherman ( Pecccccccccccccceees -Beaty & Culver 
Stephenville (Erath).............-.... King & Vincent 

Refer to National Bank of Stephenville. 
ur Springs* (Hopkins) ..........-. A. Early 








Terrell (Kaufman).................. Robert L. Warren 
a LN Bowl.) eccteccccceseqecusensé T. Leary 
—_ GRRE). cc ccocconnccosece W.8 Herndon & Sons 
aco* (McLennan)... CUNNINGHAM & CUNNINGHAM 
Provident Bldg. _ Special attention to commercial 
law and coll Practice in State and Federal 


Courts. pra for The Mercantile — 
Snow-Chaurch Co., Collector & Commercial La 
Lloyd's Guide, AMERICAN BANK 
roms Ameprican Lawyer, Lawyer & Credit 
r to Farmers & Merchants’ Nat'l Bank, 
and Simmons Hardware Co., St. Louis, Mo. 





Wana P Cin tacceccessecuseut 
Wi > GID. .ciscedsncouanes W. R. Vivrett 
Wichita Falls (Wichita)............ H Jr. 
Wolfe City oe dadcbadsdeeevedton Send to Commerce 
Se Be escinccnncccsteinrssentass Tom Dies 
Refers to Sbort & Ried and J.B. Grase & Con 
Woodville 
UTAH. 
Brigham* (Box Elder) . 
Oellen (Cashe)........ 
* (Weber)....... 
Provo* ey pandaousasbasconeosedecsactood 
Salt Lake* (Salt 


Lake) 
BOOTH, LEE & GRAY, Sth floor Arerbach Block. 


ercial 
JOHN W. BURTON, Rooms 11 & 12 le Block. 
Refers to Utah National Bank. lections 


ie and remitted. 
coobwit «VAN VAN PELT. G. F. Goodwin, ex-Att'y 
Gen'l N. D. neral b 


& Co., bankers. 
Block. 


66 College st. attorneys 
— =" handled. 
to Trust 
East Fairfield (Franklin) .........-. Send to St. Albans 
sooeare® (Srenka) eocececeseces Send to St. 
Fairfax Mises ceteseutuaiae Send to St Albans 
ab me seaheee * piesa Send to St. Albans 
Ni (Washington)............... oD. Bigste 
North Hero* ( Isle).......... Send to St. 
Sheldon (Franklin ssencesrwor=se*-it tat Aina 
St. Albans* rani. i aptoceatiiankGinl H. @. MOTT 
on See ae ational Bank, St. Albans. 
Wontetonk” TWisheorn .--7~‘rench & Bouthente 
VIRGINIA. 


Refers to Bank of Halifax at iki pace 
* Rockbridge) pbenesenees & Letcher 


igMes &. EDMUNDS. Commercial law and collec- 





non-residents exclusively in commer- 





fen eh me hy to 

of New York, and The Dr. J. H. McLean 

Medicine Co. ; Louis, Mo. wuss 
Siu Clees....-........] Figures Fige & 
Cumberland Gap (Claiborne)........J. H. 8. M 





matters. Refers to City National Bank. 
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Manchester* ee, sengoende , ellsburg* (Brooke)......... -..... 
as (Mathews ey ery John B, Donovan Wheating (Ohio) 
Merchants? Nat'l ami 7 Va. M. GARVIN. Special attention given to organiz- 
port News (Warwick)............. G. Bickford yt corporations under the laws of West Vir- commercial correspondence a 
(Nerfolk) ginia. ve t and careful attention given specialty. Refers to Merchants’ Bank of Halifax. 
NEELY, SELDNER & WARRINGTON, 230 Main st. commercial litigation and collections. Chief | Truro* (Colchester)... ........... Longworth & 
Commercial. collection, bate law. Liti counsel Garvin Mercantile Agency, Chairman | W. aay to New G 
oie. Refer to any bank. of the Committee on Judiciary of the West Vir- | Yarmouth* (Yarmouth)...... ord H. Pelton, Q.C. 
THOMAS JEFFERSON RANDOLPH, 125 Main at. ginia Legislatare. pene to Exchange Bank. Boston Marine . Refers to Bank of Yarmouth 
Commercial taw and collections. Refers to 8. G. Smith. 1421 Chapline and Exchange of Yarmouth. 
Norfolk National Bank, Marine Bank and | Williamson* (Mingo)........ Sheppard & Goodykoontz ONTARIO 
City National Bank. Refer to Wm. O'Brien, Mayor. Barrie* (Simcoe)...............-- ei te Donald Ross. 
fetes Dewee-- -Davis & Miciiveine WISCONSIN. Belleville (Hastings).....-......WiLLIAM N. PONTON 
ortemonsh” (Merfelk)...---..00-e-eee00: J. F. Crocker Vice-Consul of the U. 8. Refers to Merchants’ 
Pulaski* (Pulaski) ...... . ----D. D. Hull, Jr | Anti ope CLanghed eeenccccccoscecess C. Werden Deane Bank of Canada and City and County officials. 
Richmond" (Henrico) is Bask a and teary B Co. Bank. | oyatham* (Kent) William H. Robinson 
W. 0. SKELTON, Chamber of Commerce — sgphae” Geen hal ipdesoctosan Galt (Waterloo)................. W.J. Millican 
Corporation and commercial law. Refers * (Ashland a -oceueull 7 ter Solicitor for Imperial Bank of Canada. r 
Citizens’B’k and J. L. Williams&Sons, bankers. | Baraboo* (Sauk)...........--<«-++-«+-+- F. BR. yon 4 Hamilton* (Wentworth) Chisholm & Lo 
Roanoke (Roanoke). .... Johnston, on & yy — i csdtaskdelinesenenéascocses 8. W. * (Frontenac) Fran nhs 
Staunton* (Augusta)................-- ag Boscobel (Gramt)..........-. ~...-- William E. Howe | we ny Ae er : . “W.H. 
Stuart* (Patrick) ................-...--. » Bouldin r Refers to Bank of A. J. sya at Boscobel. 99 Dundas st., reer ee Bank. 
ane te Patrick County Bank. = B meet Dederitte: y= (Chippewa).......Jenkins & i. = Ottawa (Carleton) 
Gaffolk* (Nansemond)..................- . H. Rawiles | Dodgeville* (lowa)...........««<««««««- Reese & Miller 
Warrenton* (Pauquier).............. Jeffries & White | Eau Claire* (Eau Claire)........... TEALL & THOMAS ee ae egg & aa. Ro ~< 
Refer to Gaines & Bro., bankers. Refer to by aye by Bank of Eau Claire. partmental Agents ‘er to Bank of Ottawa 
Wareaw* (Richmond)..............+.- J. W. Chinn, Jr | Fond du Lac* (Yond du Lac).....Colman & Parkinson | geatorth (Huron : R.58. Hays 
Winchester* ( Frederick)............. John J. Williams oe ern, cnet tents: Refers to the Dominion Bank lg of bg 
r e tizens' Na’ 
—_ WASHINGTON. Cally & Coty, Meter to the Citioene’ National Bank. | 90. Catharines” (Lénesin).........---. Collier & Burson 
 sdliadentocaigh Waier Co. ¥ | TORONTO (York) 
= Flr | Senet Saray SP OrerOas, meer, onatees2 
rren New Whatcom" ( Jecoe--es a—— Neterer FETHERS (6, 0. . ge G.), FIFIELD (C.L.) & : A p 
pary North Yakima’ (Yakima).. — C. HENTON AY iat 8 % = ttorneys for First National stock, Geo. Tate Blackstock, $°) Wallace 
tone Refers to the Yakima Netional Ban wnt & Mechanics’ Savings Banks. Nesbitt, W. R. Riddell, E. Chadwick, 
eye Oakesdale (Whitman) ...............+. James F. Fisk Special collection 4 epartment. Thomas Perey Galt, Wm. H. Brouse, 
rcial Olympia” ( UPStON)......+-s-00-eeeees John F. Gowey | Kenosha* (Kenosha).....WALTER MARSHAL COWELL Fasken, A. Grier, H. Armstrong, R. 
eral Port Townsend* (Jefferson)..............- M. B. Sacho | Kewaunee“ (Kewaunee) ...............John Wattawa Toe: % Cees) Solicitors for Bank of 
ster Pullmann (Whitman)..................-. Thomas Neill | La Crosse* fo Onuaneh 5 & Woodward T Board of and R. G. Dan & Co. 
= Refers to the First National Bank of Pullman Madison* lieth ciennammsaaddidil erman Pfund (Mercantile Agauey). New York. 
Gentile (King) ........cccccccccccccce McClure & Bass | Marinette* (Marinette) .............. Quinlan & Daily W. B. BENTLEY & CO. Refer to Law Society of 
~ Set entans hascdépecdhonte Ault & Munns Rete First Settenal and Stephenson National Upper en Sans: law and 
* Spokane* ( s of Marinet 
tly atten to. 4 Manager aio. oronto. 
. Jr. samES W. COOL, First Nat'l Bank Bldg. Repre- Commercial and corporation law. Refer to LAIDLAW, KAPPELE & KMELL. im al Bank 
First National Bank and Second Ward Savin for Im 
eres senting Whitman, Stevens and Spokane Coun- Bank. and any judgeaof Su emrwedien es cate Solicitors 
Dice ties. Immediate answers to correspondence. JOHN F. . BURKE B tes ‘ease Water os, Mercantile EDWARD MEEK, Mail Bldg. Cor. King & Sey oto 
Co., Refers to Old National Bank. (See card.) a et > pecialties. Barrister, soliciter, notary pobiic, &e 
DANSON & HUNEKE, Granite Block. Commercial, em le commercial law, 8 R. S. _ REVILLE, 16 & & 20 King st., Wes 
mph ns De. Collections. Oconto* (Oconto) Merrow & Izates Public, atk for On- 
mn be ’ Pieres). Refer to Citizens’ National Bank, Green Fay, Wis. tario, cc and Manitoba ; Solicitor for Pub- 
jters ALLYN & CAMPBELL, 29 to 32 Gross Block (Ex- Oshkosb* ( Winnebago) "Hume & Oellerich lishers amercialUnion N New York ee 
mick aay a a and Superior Courts. Refer 118 Main —<< Merchants’ Association, N. Y.; Inter- 
King San Francisco Bank. P * (Columbia) E. & Baker national Fee = ae PS News- 
EASTENDAY 1 A “EASTERDAY, Bernice Bldg. Refer | brentice (Price ep nD, eee GE. Schwindt paper Union, American News +4 aes lishing 
lock. any bank in the city. Refuse to Cemmere ial State Bank of Medford. Association, &c. Refers to Smith, Q. C., 
Walla Walla (Walla Walla)................W. Clark oe he o-ceany Se ee Editor Law Reports, Toronto; J. 8. Fullerton, 
lock. . C.. Counsel for the Corporation of the City 
tions WEST VIRGINIA. ees Messrs. John he ang 16o 
Addison* (Webster) ............ Thurmond & Wyson, w e oe merc! 
Att'y ay = (pean) Séccccspocecss A, P — my — mercan copyright and 
stace. CW ORE cc ccccccccccecesesoe: . 
cine, Refers to Exchange Bank of Meare eens erent. Pw arth Windsor* (Essex) .........---..-------+++ Ellis & Ellis 
ake. Kanawha).... Brown, Jackson & Knight Wanpaca* (Waupaca) ..........-...-.. Irving P. Lord | | PRINCE EDWARD ISLAND. 
Bldg. Oharlestown* Jefferson). sapeesacens Forrest W. Brown | wauseu (darathen). Silverthorn.H ariey By Ryan& Jones Charlottetown" = ecaenenened FRED W. L. MOORE 
of Charlestown. West Superior (Douglas).. & Winsor Particular to collections in all parts of 
Com- sy the Province. Refers to Merchants’ 
efers WYOMING Summerside* Ciinttnneimarin cai Jobn H. Bell 
} and or (Big Horn).................- . §. Collins QUEBEC. 
Buffalo* (Johnson) ............--.------ C. H. Parmelee | panville (Shipton) -- i espera EL ER 
; ° (Laramie). Ow Mann OnTEEAL ta hipeB'i ai Richm agee. 
lbans (Berkeley) . Mw. Douglas (Converse).... Charles F. Maurer ROUGHS OUGHS, Rooms 
‘isbee = to Citizens’ National Bank. General law Brasenee SE di scnancohatttenin’ H. White oun 614 New Ts s, 2, G8 en 
Read Senate Business for non-residents given (Fremont -...................-.-E. H. Fourt mantiN HONAN, 12 Place d'armes. Refers to Peo. 
Marsh attention. Laramie* (Albany)...........---..---+- N. E. Corthell bn hw Ra 
akins ‘ulapeeny (Payette Riccesecoccdnbin Smith & Dunbar | Newcastle* (Weaton)....................- “—S oa “vankers, Montreal; Henry Hogan, 
Refers to , postmaster and county officials. | Rawlins* (Carbon)................--+-+++- D. H. Craig Lawrence Hall, Montreal. | 
INCY, Moundavillle* (Marshall) .................. . W. Ritz | Rock Soatnges” Giveetwaten) SERIES Gr C. C. Hamlin MACMAS TER y MACLENNAN, “Tho. The ‘Tom 
rneys New Martinsville* (Wetzel) .. --e-- J, W. NEWMAN | Sheridan* ( Stich cacanasesicen E. E. lense James st. Advocates, Barristers 
rdiled. Collectin pee. Refers to The New Mar- Sundance* (Crook) .............<«ses+sese 3. En address, Macmaster, Montreal. 
tinsville Bank, James Hill Mont Burrous, Levi McGIBBON, CASGRAIN oT 
Toans Oblinger, I. Rosenberg, eee, B. Y. Morgan, Life Bldg. (R. D, MeGibbon, 9.C., Th. Chase- 
— Perbesbeng” v. (Wd) Merchente CANADA. Cargrain, O.C.. M.P., Percy te Victor 
bans JOHN FOHUTCHINSON. Refers to First National NEW BRUNSWICK. ew . 
wland Bank. Attorneys for Balto. & Ohio R.R. Co. | Fredericton (York)............------: Wesley Varwart | Qasbec* (Quepse nt ep unt 
Balto. & Ohio Southwestern R. R. Co., Martin- | Moncton (Westmoreland) ........... Harvey Atkinson | wansimo (Nanaimo) ............... Fis. “ay 
bane —s a Agency, Chicago. , Bonds Com- | St. John* (St. John)..................-. A. W. McRae New W (Westminster)... H & 
. Agency, United Law & Col- | 8t. (Charlotte)... .-.....-.- W. OC. H. Grimmer | Vancouver (Vancouver)...........------. 
Thans pon may Co., N. Harvester Co., Chi to the Bank of Nova .  j— | VWictoria* (Victoria)...... Jackson & Helmoken 
MOTT ‘ Notary and stenographer in office. Woodstock* (Carleton) ........ Fisher & A. B. Connell MANITOBA. 
. Loomis or Refer to the Second Na Fp ova Scotia and People’s Bank | prandon* icc dismetin .Henderson & Matheson 
odgett tional of Halifax. 
thgate MERRICK & ounte. Gematantal, corporation and NEW FOUNDLAND. 
pape be Real estate litigation. Col- | gt. Johns (St. Johns)................-.Kent & Howley gg ee 
it West V —————— SS ee ee ee. ie oe re Tee, 
. Bent won Ohio. Bs er 9 | Parkersburg and First NOVA SCOTIA. NORTH WEST BI 
jilmer National Banks. (See card, back page.) Amherst* (Cumberland)................-....H. IN cacsishdunetatehes 
a | MOATS & PETERKIN, Fourth & Juliana ute. Refer Annapolis (Annapolis)........ Wm. M. SEE Actihcntdclaecusnsene 
tional to Second National Bank. law and | HALIFAX* ) Regina (Assiniboia).............-- “Givaitain &: 
cle ‘ use Notary public —— of —~ 74 " sot 
atten . \e 
erteon Van Winkle & Ambler. Refer to the Parkersburg HARRIS HENRY & CAHAN. gun E. Harris, MEXICO MEXICO. Box 478 
les. Nat.oal and First National Banks. 9. é.; William A. Heary, L.1.B.; Charles (City of)......-..---- 
Petersburg (Grant) .............. Reynolds orman Cahan, erchan’ 
cue Point Pleasant’ (Iason)... so J. $. SPENCER and Union Banks of Halifax. Collections; ENCLAND. 
Refers to Merchants’ National Bank. a, marine and admiralty practice ; LONDON 
rathrie Ravenswood ( Jackson) ------ 5-0. WC. PRICKITT | INO, BURKE HENDRY, 7 New Square 
; Refers ‘vens wood. aunen ae ao Law Gouri) Carey Carey 
atcher Saint Marys* — Sa. Ghecley w- to Halifax Banking Co. of street. (See card front page 
A tine M. Camp . a to Wood County which Ts ‘am local solicitor. 
eee “Sank, Parkers arkersburg, W. V: baer hf Lane. Refers to Lunenburg Agency JAPAN 
Bank. A. paeek Borie. the Merchants’ Bank f oe . YOKOHAMA. . 
Ewes | Wayne’ (Worth ppomorttene fb Now, Giang Bank of Nova Se Scotia. — GEORGE W. SCIDMORE, Counsellor at Law. Gea. 
tin, Jr. weusts o National Bank of Ceredo, W.Va. Parrsboro (Cumberland)... cece eeeees@. S. Muir eral practice. Patents and trade marks 
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2 RELIABLE ATTORNEYS. 


Oe eee eee ee eee ee _~—eeee 


CALIFORNIA. 


EMMONS & EMMONS, 
Attorneys at Law, 


Les Angeles, San Francisco, Cal. 
Pertiand, Uregon. 





Foreign Business a Specialty. 











COLORADO, 
CHAS. A. MacMILLAN, DENVER, 
Attorney & Counselor, CoLo. 


815-17 Ernest & Cranmer Bidg. 
and Commercial Law a Specialty. Personal 
attention given Collections anc adjustments anywhere in 
Colorado. coe 
REFERENCES : 


First National Bank, Denver, Colo.; Fidelity & Deposit 
Co., Md.; Investors’ Security Co., Boston, 
Mass.; ‘tna Life Insurance Co., Hartford, Conn. 


Depeositiens Taken. 





Notarv Public. 








ILLINOIS. 


(CRA TZTY BROS., JARVIS & 
CLEVELAND, 
Attorneys at Law, 

Fleer 13 Security Bidg, CHICAGO. 
Cor. Madison Street and Fifth Avenue. 
Cerperation and Cemmercial Law and Cel- 
lections a Specialty). 

Depositions taken before A. E. MANNING, 
Notary Public, Room 1809. 











MINNESOTA. 


M. H. McMAHON, 


Attorney at Law, 
#1 Exchange Building, DULUTH, MINN. 


Member of the Attorneys’ National Clearing House. 


General Practice in all Courts—State and 
Federal. Cellectiens and Com- 
mercial Law a Specialty. 


We guarantee mpt and careful povepant attention Lo ali 
Slee os ue Duluth or Northern Minnesota. 
Remittances inade on day of payment. 
Large Experience in Collections, Assignmen’ Bank- 
ruptcy and Estates. ™ 





Refer to any Bank or Business House Duluth. 
Depesitions Taken. Netaries in Office. 


MISSISSIPPI. 
(CHAS. SCO1T & E. H. WOODS, 


Attorneys at Law, 
ROSEDALE, Bolivar Co. MISSISSIPPI. 











Refer to Bank of Rosedale, of which said Chas. Scott 
is president; Memphis National Bank, Memphis, Tenn. 
Hanover National Bank, New York City, Supreme 
Court Judges of Mississippi. 








NEW JERSEY. 


CHARLES L. R. CAMFBELL, 
Attorney at Law, 


317 Market Street, CAMDEN, &. J. 
SOLICITOR IN CHANCERY. 


MASTER IN CHANCERY: 
Prompt and personal attention to all legal business. 











NEW YORK. 


CARTIER, HUGHES & DWIGHT, 
Attorneys & Counselors at Law, 









Water 8. Suite 150-160, 

faa 96 Breadway 

ArTuur C. and 

MARSHALL 6 Wall Street, 
Groner W. NEW YORK. 


Counsel for Western National Bank; of Counsel for the 
Chemical National Bank. 


ee aoe 





POWELL & DAMRON, 


Attorneys & Counselors, 
206 Broadway, NEW YORK. 


Practice in State and Federal Courts. 











W. E. BEEGHLY, 
F ATTORNEY AT LAW, 
16 and 17 Davis Block, DAYTON, OHIO. 
COLLECTIONS AND COMMERCIAL LITIGATION. 


References :—Third and Winters National Banks. 








SOUTH CAROLINA. 


M ORDECAI & GADSDEN, 
Attorneys at Law, 
(T. Moultrie Mordecai. Philip H. Gadsden.) 
43-17 Broad Street, Charlesten, 8. U. 


PRACTICE IN THE STATE AND FEDERAL COURTS 





Special attenti liven te Collecti Reai 
Estate, Corperation, Commercial and ineur 











T Cable 
; System of ways; Charleston City 
po yn 
United Btates ty Co: Armour Co., C mn.’ 
National Park Bank of New York; Bandera On ; 
Rater — Cuarteston: 
of Louisville, Ky First National Bank, C om Denil 
Miller & Co., Baltimore, or any other well-known Collect 
ion Agency in the United States. 
WASHINGTON. 
JAMES W. COOL, 
Attorney at Law, 


First National Bank Bailding, 
SPOKANE, WASH. 
Representing Whitman, Stevens and Spokane Counties. 
Immediate answers to correspondence. 
Reference : Old National Bank of Spokane. 


WEST VIRGINIA, 


Cc. D. Merrick. LEVIN SMITE. 


MERRICK & SMITH, 


Attorneys at Law, 
PARKERSBURG, WEST VIRGINIA. 
Commercial, Corporation and Insurance Law, Real Estate, 

Litigation. Collections throughout West 

Virginia and Southern Ubio. 

Practice in Federal Courts, Court of Appeals and in 
Counties of Wood, Wirt, Ritchie, Jackson and Pleasants. 


Refer to Parkersburg Nat. Bank and Frat Nat. Bank. 

















WISCONSIN. 


JOHN F. BURKE, 
Attorney and Counselor, 
395 East Water St., MILWAUKEE, WIS. 
Mercantile collections and commercial law a specialty. 


References: First National Bank and Shadbolt & Boyd 
Iron oo unsolicited. Attorney for Wm. Frankfurth Hard- 
ware 





J. HERBERT SHEDD, A.M., C.E 
Engineering Expert, 





Upon all Hydraulic questions, including flow and 
volume of Underground Water, Sewerage, Water 
Works, Land age, the development and utiliza- 
tion of Water Power, Municipal Problems, etc. En- 

neer of noted Providence Water Works and 

vidence Sewerage. Court cases thoroughly Pre- 


P. O. Ad‘ress, Previdence, R. 1. 
THE 
AS 





BOOKCASE THAT GROWS. 


YOUR LIBRARY CROWS. 
The Sunnyside Extension Bookcase is made 
in sections easily taken apart and put to 
gether, or enlarg d at any time for a small 
expense to any capacity. The neates 
cheapest and most convenient system 
shelving for any sized library. 

Write for descriptive circular and price. Address 
SUNNYSIDE BOOKCASE CO., Girard, Pa. 


Cabinet Supplies 


FOR ANY CABINtT MADE 
AT GREATLY REDUCED PRICES. 


CABINET FILES 


$1.00 per Drawer. 
At wholesale to the consumer, Pigeon-hole Cases, 
Legal Blank Cases, Filing Devices, 
Desks and Chairs. 


Send for prices before buying elsewhere. 
The U. S. Desk, File and Cabinet Co., 
INDIANAPOLIS, IND. 


1870. 1895, 
.. Twenty-Ninth Year... 


THE ALBANY LAW JOURNAL 


A Weekly Record of the Law and the Lawyers. 


This sterling Law Periodical which, on the 1st of 
January, 1898, enters upon the TWENTY-NINTH 
Consecutive year of publication, holds a de- 
servedly high piace in the estimation of the pro- 
fession. For more than a quarter of a century 
it has stood among the foremost periodicals of 
its class in the world. It will be better and 
brighter than ever in 188, under the present 
new and progressive management. All the old 
features which have contributed so much to the 
Journal's peoey in the past will be retained, 
and new onesadded. No pi ve, up-to-date 
lawyer can afford to be without it. 


THE GREAT LEGAL ROMANCE, 





A LIVING DEAD MAN; 
Or The Strange Case of Moses Scott, 


Will be begun in November. It will be published 
as a supplement, book-size page, and can be 
bound separately. The story, besides being 
intensely interesting to every lawyer, will ‘be 
= Tae of Permanent preservation. Don't 
m t! 

As an inducement for new subscribers, the 
JourNAL will be sent FREE, until Jan. 1, 1898, to, 
all who pay now, in advance, $5 for one year's 
subscription, beginning on that date. 

Send in your subscription now, and get the 
benefit of this liberal offer. 


The Albany Law Journal Co., aceany, w.v. 








How is the Time 


¢ you should be getting ready 
to endure the strain of winter 
business monotony. Bicycle 
exercise does the business—it 
cheers you up, braces you up 
and puts you in condition. Co- 
lumbias are the best — don’t 
wait until next year, buy now 
and get the benefits of this 
year’s riding—you won’t regret 


Pe 


> it 
: 1897 Columbia Bicycles 
| the word, = 1D ace. : 
Hartford wes ag better than amy ex- 
cept Columbia, $50, $45, $40. 
POPE MFG. CO., Hartford, Conn. 


} 1f Columbias are not 


represented in 
your vicinity, us '. 




















